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Current Topics. 


The Poll on the Right of Co-Audience. 

THE Poxt of the members of the Law Society on Mr. James 
Dopp’s motion for giving to solicitors the right of co-audience 
with barristers in all courts has-been rejected as decisively as 
was the “ fusion”? motion in 1920. Then the votes were 1,820 
for fusion and 3,531 against. Now they are 1,642 for the right 
of co-audience and 4,582 against. Evidently the present. 
division of functions between counsel and solicitors has the 
general support of solicitors. ; 


The Late Sir Reginald Acland, K.C. Z 
THE DEATH of Sir RecmvaLp Hart Dyke Acutanp, Judge- 
Advocate-General of the Fleet, creates a vacancy which it will ; 
be no easy task to fill with a suitable candidate. Sir Reamvatp 
was not only a distinguished member of the Bar, but had served 
as junior counsel to the Admiralty before he took silk, and he 
belonged to a family with long traditional experience of the Navy 
and its problems. The ACLANDs, indeed, are of one those west- 
country families, so numerous in Somerset and Devon, who for = 
many generations have devoted most of their members to public 
service either in the Army, Navy, or in Parliament, and all of 
whose scions seem endowed at birth with a balanced under- : 
standing of public and administrative affairs. Sir RecrnaLD, as 
a matter of fact, was cousin to a distinguished admiral, uncle of 
another important naval official, and brother of a physician who 
had rendered admirable service on medical boards during the 
war; so that he possessed that close contact with naval affairs - 
necessary 'to anyone who enters upon the thorny task of keeping 
the balance even between the claims of justice and those of 





discipline in the Navy. But his chief-title to fame in future ages: 
21 
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will probably be the mere accident that he was Sir Jomw Smion’s 
master at the Bar, and that his sympathetic insight at once saw 
the unique promise of his young pupil and helped him to obtain 
work and opportunities at the Bar without undergoing that long 
period of waiting which is the lot even of men of genius. 


The Office of Judge-Advocate-General. 


Tue Juper-ApvocaTe-GeneraL of the Navy, like the 
Advocate-General of the Army, stands in a somewhat peculiar 
position. He is a temporary member of the Service in which he 
holds his warrant or letters patent of office, subordinate to its 
ruling authorities, and liable to be removed or censured if he 
does not satisfy them; yet at the same time it is his duty to 
revise all court-martial proceedings and protect both officers and 
men from injustice, even if by so doing he obstructs the policy 
of his superiors. He has to steer a middle path between too | 
ntuch and too little interference : the one destroys discipline, the 
other renders tyranny easy. It is essential, therefore, to appoint | 
@ man whose standing at the Bar is sufficiently high to give him | 
niuch the same sort of prestige and independence which our High | 
Court judges enjoy ; at the same time he should possess experience | 
of service affairs. The appointment of ex-junior counsel to the 
Admiralty satisfies both these conditions ; therefore the appoint- 
ment is usually offered to someone who has held this office. But 


Tue ApMINISTRATION of Justice Bill is in the main the gp 
as last year’s Bill. Clause 1, which confers on the Lord (hy 
Justice power to dispense with the holding of assizes in ply 
where it is necessary, is founded on the Report of Mr. 
Riesy Swirr’s Committee (1923, Cmd. 1831). The clays 
does not authorise the abolition of any assize town, but 1 
the suspension of assizes from time to time as occasion re 
Clause 2 defines afresh the right to trial by jury and re-e 
s. 2 of the Administration of Justice Act, 1920, in an imp 
form. It would seem from correspondence in the Press th 
the opposition of last year is likely to be repeated. Butt 
the war the opinion was a good deal held that the absolute right 
to trial by jury ought to be restricted. ‘‘ We found,” said th 
Report of Lord Mersry’s Committee for 1913, “ an 
complete agreement among the witnesses that the time 
now come to make the right to trial by jury in civil cases fg 
less absolute.” During the war the use of juries was of necessity 
very much restricted, and s. 2 of the Administration @ 
Justice Act, 1920, was intended to restore it so far as was ip 
accordance with present opinion; but the rules which we 
framed to give effect to the section were not satisfactory, ani 
met with strong criticism in the Court of Appeal in Fordy, 
Blarton, 38 T.L.R. 801. The present Bill is intended to mak 
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at the present moment it seems unlikely that either the present 
or the late junior counsel would care to sacrifice his career at the 


Bar to accept such an office; both are young men with large 
practices and considerable prospects. The appointment, by the 
way, is made by the First Lord of the Admiralty ; but by service 
routine it is understood to be made on the recommendation of 
the Chief Whip ; in other words, it is one of those appointments 
which the Premier really makes. The higher judgeships, such as 
Lord Justices and Lords of Appeal in Ordinary, are in a similar 
position ; these the Lord Chancellor nominates only after con- 
sultation with the Premier ; whereas puisne judges are appointed 
by him without any such reference to party views. 


The Judicature Acts Consolidation Bill. 


Tae House or Lorps has now several Bills of the first 
rm before it, and when the Law of Property Consolidation 
Bills are introduced, there will be promise of a very full legislative 
session. The Supreme Court of Judicature (Consolidation) Bill 

esses to be purely a consolidating measure, but it is none the 
ess Very interesting. In the first place it differs a good deal 
from last year’s Bill. Then there were two separate Bills, one 
the General Judicature Acts Consolidation Bill, and the other 
the Judicature Consolidation (Probate &c. Division) Bill. Now 
these are incorporated in one Bill, and this has necessitated a 
good deal of increase and re-arrangement; while at the same time 
Various provisions of the Judicature Acts, which affect sub- 
stantive law rather than procedure, are withdrawn, and pre- 
sumably will be reproduced in some other Bill; perhaps one 
of'the Law of Property set. These include the various provisions 
of s. 25 of the Act of 1873—assignment of debts and choses in 
action, &c.—and s. 10 of the Act of 1875 as to the administration 
of insolvent estates. But clause 44 reproduces the provision of 
8. 25 (11) that, in cases of conflict between law and equity, the rules 
of equity shall prevail, though it is open to question whether ' 
this is not substantive rather than adjective law. Another 
interesting change is the transfer to the Probate Part of the Bill 
of several sections of the Law of Property Act, 1922, which are 
accordingly repealed. The present Bill is intended to come into 
force as an Act on lst January, 1926. These provisions of the 
Law of Property Act, 1922, are, as the statute book now stands, 
fixed to come into force on 1st January, 1925, and unless the 
presumption we made last week—that the Act is to be postponed 
to Ist January, 1926—is correct, there will be some confusion. 
Under the circumstances we think it must be correct, but it is 
singular that no definite announcement as to the date has ‘been 


the conditions for a jury clearer, and the right to a jury remaim 
absolute in cases affecting character. In other cases, eithe 
party can have a jury on applying for one “ unless in the opinion 
of the Court or a judge the cause is more fit to be tried without 
ajery.” This does not refer to actions in the Chancery Division, 
as to which the present practice will continue. We douk 
whether there is any good ground of objection to the clause, 
The Bill contains provisions as to qualifications for and tenun 
of offices in the Supreme Court, and as to business in the Courts 
and as to the making of Rules of the Supreme Court, aml 
other matters, and it has a clause restoring the giving d 
administration bonds to an official of the Probate Division, 
instead of to the Crown, as provided by the Act of 1920. Ani 
there is a new clause (Clause 15) providing for the payment 
into the county court of moneys recovered on behalf of a 
infant in the High Court. 


Probation and the Criminal Justice Bill. 


Tue Croat Justice Bill also is a re-introduction of the 
corresponding Bill of last year, but with a very material addition 
This is Part I, which is intended to give increased efficacy 
the Probation of Offenders Act, 1907. The Probation System 
is with us of quite recent origin. We published recently, onl 
p. 88, an account of its origin in Massachusetts, and it has recently 
been adopted in nearly all the States. In America it appears 
have been recognized that, for the system to work efficiently, 
there must be paid probation officers, and the present Bil 
proposes to introduce such officers here. Probation areas wil 
be established, and there will be one or more probation officer 
for each area. The appointment and regulation of their 
will be entrusted to probation committees. The rest of the Bill 
follows in general last year’s Bill. It is founded on the Reports 
of Mr. Justice Horriper’s Committee on the detention in 
of prisoners awaiting trial (1922, Cmd. 1574, 66 Sox. J. 244); 
of Mr. Justice Avory’s Committee on Marital Coercion (19% 
Cmd. 1677, 66 Sou. J. 549, 566); and Sir A. H. Bopxiws 
Committee on Criminal Procedure (Indictable Offences) (1923, 
Cmd. 1813). As, to marital coercion, Clause 37 abolishes the 
resumption that a wife acts under the coercion of her hus 
Sedinares it open to her to prove thisasa fact. This is what Mb 
Justice Avory’s Committee recommended. Clause 11 abolishes 
grand juries, but only at Quarter Sessions. Of course, they hav 
outlived their utility as assizes as well, but they are @ 
function and cannot yet be dispensed with. There are 
important isions as to the extension of the criminal ju 





diction of Sessions and other matters. The provisio® 
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of dause 26 as to search warrants for indecent articles require 
to be considered, but there is a useful restraint in clause 36 6n 
taking photographs in court. Oddly enough, a new clause 
(elause 35) has been inserted increasing the penalties for drunken 
motor car drivers and reckless driving. Presumably this is 
intended as an instalment towards making the high road “ safe 


for democracy.” 
Re-Detention without Certificate of a Released Lunatic. 


ALTHOUGH A VERY large number of questions were left to the 
jury by Mr. Justice Lus# in the case of Harnett v. Bond and Adam 
(Times, 28th ult.), which has been attracting a good deal of 
attention, the substantial issue of law arising out of the case is a 
comparatively small one. It has been settled in a series of recent 
eases that, where an alleged lunatic is certified by a medical 

itioner to be insane and dangerous, either to himself or 
others, and is thereupon detained in a lunatic asylum under a 
detention order made by the relative or other person who has 
legal custody of him, no action lies against either the doctor or 
the asylum. superintendent for mere error or negligence, or even 
incompetence, in believing the suspect to be of unsound mind ; 
mala fides must be proved. But what is the situation where the 
suspected lunatic, after a proper certificate and detention order, 
js released conditionally under an order of the Lunacy Com- 
missioners or otherwise, subject to cancellation of the release if 
he should prove still to retain his supposed delusions and 
dangerous condition ? Has the asylum superintendent a discretion 
to re-take him without further medical examination if he has 
reason to believe that he is not fit to remain at large ? This point 
awaits argument before the learned judge. It is arguable that a 
detention order, once properly made, remains valid unless and 
until it has been rescinded by the Lunacy Commissioners or 
otherwise as authorised by law, and is not affected by mere 
conditional release. It is equally arguable that the detention 
order ceases to operate on release, and that a new order must 
thereafter be made, or at any rate a new medical examination, 
before the detained person is re-taken. This is obviously a 
question of much difficulty, our comment on which must be 
reserved until the case has been finally disposed of by the learned 
judge who is charged with the duty of deciding it. 


The Mond Restriction Order and the Alternative Remedy. 


THE DEBATE in the House of Commons on the rescission of the 
Mond Order has at least made clear one great defect in our Poor 
Law, the absence of any practicable method by which the Central 
Government can in the last resort secure observance of the law 
by boards of guardians. Scales of Poor Law relief can be 
prescribed by the Ministry of Health, and non-observance of 
these scales can be enforced by a surcharge on the guardians 
responsible ; but it is not possible in practice to make individual 
guardians pay, and the surcharges simply have to be disallowed 
in order to avoid chaos. It is very different in matters of Public 
Health ; if a local authority refuses to supply an adequate water 
supply or sewage system, the Public Health Act of 1875 authorizes 
the Ministry of Health to supersede the local authority by putting 
in officers under a scheme for effecting the needed reforms. This 
remedy is a cumbrous and roundabout one under the English 
Public Health Acts, but in Ireland s. 15 of the Public Health 
Act of 1896 gives a very simple remedy ; a person authorized to 
carry out the prescribed duty can be appointed by the central 
authority. Local Government practitioners, we believe, are 
generally in favour of two reforms in our system of Poor Law 
administration: (1) the replacement of boards of guardians by 
& committee of the town or county council ; and (2) the enactment 
of powers by which a recalcitrant local authority can, in the last 
resort, be superseded. Presumably the promised reform of the 
Poor Law will embody these principles. 


Judicial Separation in Civil Actions. 
Ir is a well-settled rule of Equity that its jurisdiction ought 
not to be invoked when an adequate common law remedy exists 
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and is equally convenient ; hence Divorce Court practitioners feel 
some surprise at Mr. Justice Russguu’s rather re , 
decision in Shipman v. Shipman, Times, 27th ult. Here a wife 
took proceedings in Chancery for an injunction to restrain. her 
husband from entering a house, her own private property, but 
the locus of the matrimonial cohabitation where her husband, 
herself, and her children were in fact residing at the time. The 
grant of such an injunction, of course, prevents the husband from 
the exercise of his marital rights and ousts him from what in fact 
was the matrimonial home ; in effect, therefore, it was equivalent 
to a decree of judicial separation against the husband. Obviously 
such a decree ought not to be made except after a witness actian 
in which the wife’s testimony can be subjected to cross-examina- 
tion, nor ought the husband to be deprived of his right to trial 
of this domestic issue before a jury, if he so wishes. But the 
learned judge accepted evidence on affidavit to show that the 
husband's treatment of the wife justified her in requiring judicial 
protection, and granted an interim injunction in the action. Of 
course, under s. 12 of the Married Women’s Property Act the 
court can entertain proceedings by a wife for the purpose of 
protecting her separate property against her husband, as distinct 
from actions in damages for the tort of trespass. And, indeed, 
before that statute there are several cases in which the Courts of 
Equity protected the separate estate of a wife against her husband 
by injunction : e.g., Symonds v. Hallet, 24 Ch. D. 346. But none 
of these cases was one in which the home in question had been 
made by agreement of the parties their matrimonial domieil, so 
that the court did not in these cases make any order which in 
substance amounted to one separating the spouses. It is this 
additional element in the present case which distinguishes it as 
somewhat revolutionary. 


The Deportation of Aliens. 

THE CONTRAST between the modern attitude of spouses towards 
the marital relation and that in ancient times, as recorded in 
Jewish history, could hardly be more clearly emphasised than 
by the peculiar circumstances of the case in the Divisional Court 
of R. v. Superintendent of Police, Leman-street Police Station : 
Ex Parte Eva Bressler, Times, 19th February. A husband was 
deported under the provisions of the Aliens Acts after a conviction 
for having failed to register, and the wife sought a decision in the 
Courts that the Home Secretary could not make a similar arder 
against her. Avory, J.,in the course of his judgment, observed 
that the Court had been “ invited to consider the hardship upon 
a woman in being required to join her husband”’; but the Court 
could not consider any such questions. The real question before 
the Court was whether the Home Secretary had power also to 
make a deportation order against the wife, who had committed 
no offence and whose infant child was a British subject. No 
difficulty was experienced in arriving at a decision (in view of 
the ample authority on the subject) and, in refusing to grant the 
application, the Court pointed out that there was, under the 
statutes, a clear and unqualified administrative power conferred 
on the Home Secretary, with which they could not interfere. 
Avory, J., observed that the Court had no power to enquire 
into, much less criticise, the grounds on which the Home Secretary 
acted in the particular case. In the case of R. v. Leman-street 
Police Station Inspector, 1920, 3 K.B., at p. 81, that learned 
judge said that the phrase in Art. 12 of the Aliens Order, 1919, 
which conferred on the Home Secretary the power of making the 
order ‘‘ ‘ If he (the Home Secretary) deems it to be conducive 
to the public good,’ is not consistent with the idea of an inquiry 
and a controversy between the parties. The matter is one 
entirely for the Home Secretary as an executive officer . . .” 
In Art. 12 of the Aliens Order, 1920, a slight alteration is to 
found, the words “ If he thinks fit” being substituted for the 
corresponding phrase in the former Article. In the present case 
the observations in R. v. Home Secretary: ex Chateau 
Thierry (Duke of), 1917, 1 K.B. 922, afforded a clear basis upon 
which the Court could found its decision. At p. 930, SwinrEn 
Eapy, L.J., said: ‘ A Secretary of State is not required ‘to 
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justify in a Court of Law his reasons for making a deportation 
order in the case of an alien” ; at p. 932, Pickrorp, L.J., said : 
“ The power given to the Secretary of State is quite unqualified. 
If the person ordered to be deported be in fact an alien, the 
Secretary of State has an absolute discretion to order him to 
be deported, and I do not think that discretion can be questioned 
in a Court of Law;” and at p. 935, Bankes, L.J., said that 
Art. 12 (1) conferred upon the Secretary of State an unlimited 
discretion, adding “‘ He may order the deportation of any alien. 
It is impossible for any Court of Law to interfere with the exercise 
of that discretion . . .” 

Marital Responsibilities. 

DovuBTLEss IN the course of an application of this kind domestic 
considerations which, in view of the decision, were presumably 
regarded as totally irrelevant, obtruded themselves. It is quite 
likely that any hardship in which the woman might be involved 
would arise from the fact that the conditions in the country 
to which the husband would have to go might be even less settled 
than those in the country from which they were being deported. 
But questions of that kind are, clearly, in view of the construction 
placed by the Court upon the Article, wholly beside the mark. 
In ordering the deportation of the wife also (whatever may have 
been the personal merits of her case) the Government appears 
to have commendably refrained from taking the risk of relieving 
the husband of responsibilities which, it seems clear, the conse- 
quences of his infringement of the law ought not to enable him 
to evade. 


Discretion in Divorce Cases. 


THE OLD RULE that a wife, herself living in adultery at the 
date of her petition for divorce against her husband, is not 
entitled to this relief, seems finally to have gone as the result of 
the President’s decision in Tickner v. Tickner, Times, 27th ult. 
Here the petitioning wife could not say that her adultery was in 
any obvious way directly due to her husband’s conduct ; and 
hitherto discretion in a petitioner’s favour has not been exercised 
except in such circumstances: Lantour v. Queen’s Proctor, 
10 H.L.C. 685. Sir Henry Duke has now held that in his view 
the discretion of the court should not be limited by narrow fixed 
rules, but exercised upon the judge’s view of the merits and the 
public interest in each particular case. 








The Mines (Working Facilities and 
Support) Act, 1923. 


One of the most important statutes passed last year was the 
Mines (Working Facilities and Support) Act, 1923. It consists 
of two parts. Part I deals with “ Rights of Working Minerals 
and Rights Ancillary thereto and of Support,” and Part IT with 
“f Minerals under Railways.” It is based upon, though it does 
not in all respects give effect to, the recommendations made in 
the Third Report of the Acquisition and Valuation of Land Com- 
mittee (1919, Cmd. 156), of which Sir Lesi1e Scorr was Chairman. 
Perhaps the chief departures from the Report are the omission 
to establish a new Sanctioning Authority, and to create an 
insurance fund to cover damage through working barriers. 
This authority was to be the only authority having power to make 
orders for the compulsory acquisiiion or working of minerals, 
and in order that it might be equipped with records and expert 
knowledge, it was to have behind it a Government Mining 
Department. Any such re-arrangement of official control, 
however, has not been attempted. The Board of Trade has 
already a Mines Department, and powers similar to those conferred 
in respect of minerals are already exercised by the Railway and 
Canal Commission. Accordingly this existing machinery, 


judicial and administrative, is utilized for the powers of the 
present statute, 
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The difficulties which have been experienced in w, rk 5 








minerals, owing to complications in the rights of ownership, ay il 
well known, and these have in the past led to a large quantity HF gection 
of minerals being left unworked. A familiar instance ig th made 

division of rights between lord and copyholder. The p eiats | 
in the mines is usually in the lord of the manor, while the posse. HF and (2) 
sion is in the tenant, and neither can work them without the right 2} 
consent of the other. The difficulty is often adjusted, ag jp isa wid 
the Midlands and the North of England, by both parties egy. the Cor 
curring in the grant of a lease of the mines, and sharing the reg order ¥ 
and royalties equally. Another source of difficulty is the owning which 

of the surface in small lots. This may happen where commp, nations 
or waste land has been divided among a number of allottes, It will 
There may be failure to agree upon a scheme of working th ticular 
minerals, or some particular block of minerals may be left lank Hi taken i 
locked.” Or there may be a tenancy in common in the minerals HJ tp Jet « 
These and other instances of difficulties arising from the nature the gen 


of the ownership. were stated by Sir Leste Scort’s Committee (5 


in their Report, and they are dealt with in s. 1 of the Act of 1923, conc 
This provides that where there is danger of minerals being left “ge 
permanently unworked— se 
(a) by reason of the minerals being comprised in or lying under land win 
whichis or has been copyhold land, or land subject to a lease, ex snd 
reservation, restriction, covenant, or condition, or otherwise not min’ 
capable of being worked without the concurrence of two or mor dist 
persons ; P P . The r 

(b). by reason of the minerals being owned in such small parcels 
that they cannot be properly or conveniently worked by themselves; or to st 
then a right to work the minerals may be conferred in manne below t 
prescribed by the Act on any person having an interest in them, ®% be 
or, in the case of minerals owned in small parcels, in minerals no pron 
adjacent to them, who is desirous of working them either by Canal C 
himself or through his lessees. Then again, where the persons entitled 
working two adjoining mines have agreed on an adjustment of Section 
boundaries between the mines with a view to reducing the amount jm mature | 
of minerals to be left unworked, or to enabling the minerals to be towhor 
worked more efficiently or more economically, and the lessom #% Previsic 
of the mines or the surface owners will not come into the arrange: aH 
ment, a compulsory order may be made for the purpose of giving a 
effect to it: s. 2. willi 
A grant of mines or minerals carries with it by implication subj 
a power to get them: Rowbotham v. Wilson, 8 H.L.C., p. 360; _ The | 
Ramsay v. Blair, 1 App. Cas., p. 703; but this implied power J Procedu 
only extends to what is strictly necessary-for the convenient id of | 
working of the mines, Earl of Cardigan v. Armitage, 2 B. &@ ode 


197, and mineral leases always contain a full enumeration df 
the powers and liberties which the lessee is to have. Circumr 
stances may make it necessary for such ancillary rights to be 
obtained compulsorily, and provision for this is made by s. 3, 
which specifies the ancillary powers which may be conferred by 
the order: a right to let down the surface; a right of air-way, 
shaft-way, or surface or underground way-leaves; a right # 
obtain a supply of water, and so on. But an order cannot be 
made merely on the ground that it seems expedient. Section# 
has the limitation that neither the right to work minerals, nor 
an ancillary right, shall be granted under the Act unless it is 
shown that it is not reasonably practicable to obtain the right 
in question by private arrangement for any of the following 


reasons :— 
(a) that the persons with power to grant the right are numerous & 
have conflicting interests ; 


(6) that the persons with power to grant the right, or any of them, see G.W 
cannot be ascertained or cannot be found ; tom 

(c) that the persons from whom the right must be obtained, @ Sompan 
any of them, have not the necessary powers of disposition, im the f 
by reason of defect in title, legal disability er otherwise ; of the | 

(d) that the person with power to grant the right unreasonably Worked 
refuses to grant it or demands terms which, having regard to the ins ¢ 


circumstances, are unreasonable, j 
Application for the grant of a right of working, or of an ancillary 
right, must be made to the Board of Trade (s. 5). It must set 
forth the circumstances alleged to justify the grant, and must be 
in such form, and accompanied by such information, verified im 
such manner as the Board of Trade may direct, Unless the 
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The Commission have to be satisfied, (1) that the require- 
of the Act are complied with in the case of the applicant, 


and (2) “‘ that itis expedient in the national interest that the 


applied for should be granted to ” the applicant. The latter 
jsa wide question, and it will be interesting to see on what principle 
theCommission willanswerit. It would seem that any compulsory 
order which will have the effect of enabling minerals to be worked, 
which would otherwise remain unworked, is expedient in the 
pational interest. But if so, then the words are surplusage. 
It will be for the Commission to find a meaning for them. Par- 
ticular directions are contained in s. 6 (4) as to the matters to be 
taken into consideration where the right applied for is a right 
to let down the surface, and all applications will be subject to 
the general direction of s-s. (5) :— 

(5) In determining whether any right should be granted or the 
conditions upon which any such right should be granted, the Commission 
shal] have regard to all the circumstances of the case, and in particular 
to the extent to which the retention of any minerals is required for the 
protection of any mines or other works from flooding, or for any other 
mining purpose, and (so far as relevant) to the royalties, covenants, 
and conditions reserved by or contained in the applicant’s existing 
mining lease or leases (if any), or customary in mining leases in the 
district. 

The converse case of an owner not being entitled to support 
or to sufficient support of any buildings or works, whether on or 
below the surface, is dealt with by s. 8, and the same procedure 
is to be followed : Application to the Board of Trade, and, unless 
no prima facie case is made out, reference to the Railway and 
(anal Commission, and special provision is made as to the persons 
tntitled to apply when an ancient monument is in question. 
Section 9 empowers the Commission to determine the amount and 
nature of the compensation to be paid or given, and the persons 
towhom it is to be paid or given, and this is subject to the following 
provision :— 

(2) The compensation or consideration in respect of any right, 
including a right to enforce restrictions, shall be assessed by the Com- 
mission on the basis of what would be fair and reasonable between a 
willing grantor and a willing grantee, having regard to the conditions 
subject to which the right is or is, to be granted. 

_ The Commission will be subject to their ordinary rules of 
procedure, but it is specially provided that they may call in the 
aid of qualified assessors, and may hold local inquiries; and 
their discretion as to costs is not limited, as provided by s. 2 of 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894. Under that section 
they have no power to award costs on either side, unless the 
daim or defence is frivolous or vexatious. 

Part IT of the Act, which deals with Minerals under Railways, 
substitutes a new set of clauses for ss. 78 to 85 of the Railways 
Clauses Act, 1845. This change is due to the decision of the 
House of Lords in Howley Park Coal Co. v. L. & N.W.Ry., 1913, 
AC. 11. The effect of the minerals clauses of the Act of 1845 
was that, unless a railway company expressly purchased the 
mines and minerals under or adjacent to its line, it acquired no 
itterest in them, and primd facie the owner remained entitled 
to work them. He could not do so, however, within forty 
yards of the line (or any specially prescribed limit) without 
fiving thirty days’ notice to the company, and in that case the 
orm could meet the notice by giving a counter-notice 

ing it to stop the working on payment of compensation : 

tee G.W. Ry. Co. v. Bennett, L.R. 2 H.L. 27. This meant that the 
fompany had not to incur the expense of purchasing the minerals 
mthe first instance, but might defer this until there was a risk 
@ the line being endangered. As long as minerals were only 
Worked to a moderate depth, the statutory limit of forty yards 
tems to have been a sufficient protection. But with the deeper 
Workings of modern mining practice, the forty yards was insuffi- 
Gent, and the question arose whether there was any restriction 
ta the right of the owners to work the minerals outside the forty 
This was decided against the owners in the Howley Park 

ase, supra, where it was held that the railway company enjoyed 
"natural right of support for its railway from minerals lying 
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Board are of opinion that a prima facie case is not made out, . 
the matter will be referred to the Railway and Canal Commission. ° 
Section 6 governs the procedure when this reference has been — 
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“under lands outside the statutory limit. It has been said that 
the immediate and inevitable result of the decision was to sterilize 
all minerals lying outside the limit, but within the distance at 
which, having regard to their depth, the dip of the strata, faults 
and other geological conditions, subsidence caused by their 
excavation might affect the railway. But in many cases 
voluntary arrangements were made between the railway com- 
panies and the owners with respect to working, and now the whole 
of the earlier provisions are repealed and re-enacted with modifica- 
tions which give effect to an agreement arrived at between 
representatives of the railway companies, the miné owners, and 
the royalty owners, with a view to securing the freer working 
of minerals lying near the railways. The gist of the arrangement 
is that the companies give up their Common Law right of lateral 
support from minerals outside the former statutory limits, 
while, on the other hand, the statutory limits of protection are 
enlarged, and the mine owners and royalty owners bear a share 
in expenses which under the Minerals Code of 1845 fel] entirely 
on the railway companies. The procedure of notice and counter- 
notice is preserved, but the area of protection is defined as 


follows by the new Clause 78 :— 

(5) The area of protection in relation to any seam of minerals shall 
be the area comprising any railway or works of the Company and 
such .a lateral distance therefrom, on all or both sides thereof, as is 
equal at each point along the railway to one-half of the depth of the 
seam at that point or forty yards, whichever be the greater; and 
when the said lateral distance exceeds forty yards, the area of protection 
shall be divided into two areas : 

(a) an inner area of protection consisting of the area comprising 
the railway or works and a distance of forty yards therefrom on all 
or both sides thereof; and 

(b) an outer area of protection consisting of so much of the area 
of protection as is not included in the inner area of protection, 


We need not give the provisions as to compensation, but if 
compensation is not paid, and the mine owner works the minerals, 
he has to contribute to the expenses incurred by the company 
in making good any damage to the railway according to the 
percentage scale of Sched. I, depending on the depth of the 
workings, and subject to the limitations of Sched. IT. 


The Scottish Model for the Irish 
Legal Reforms. 


WHATEVER be the merits of the proposed legal reforms with 
which the Irish Legislature is now busy, the scheme in accordance 
with which they are planned is not quite so novel or revolutionary 
as the Irish Bar seem to suppose. As a matter of fact it was 
adopted in Scotland so long ago as 1532, when King James V 
remodelled the Scots Judicial System on the lines of the French 
Courts of that day. Since then, a religious reformation and 
innumerable changes in social, economic and political life have 
occurred in Scotland; yet to this day the system established 
four centuries ago has remained in force. This is a striking 
tribute to its stability and adaptability to new conditions. 

Before pointing out the chief characteristics of the Scots 
judicial system, let us just briefly remind readers of the main 
features in the reforms now being considered by the Irish Free 
State Legislature. First among these is the ‘‘ Decentralization 
of the Law Courts,”’ in other words, the establishment throughout 
Ireland of local courts—in areas roughly corresponding with 
counties or small groups of counties—which will have first instance 
jurisdiction, up to three hundred pounds, so that nearly every suit 
can becommenced therein. Next, we have the reconstitution of the 
Central Courts—King’s Bench, Common Pleas, Exchequer, and 
Chancery—so as to form one Supreme Court with ap 
jurisdiction, and a limited amount of first instance jurisdiction, 
chiefly in respect of ‘‘ Prerogative Writs,” such as Habeas Corpus, 
Mandamus, Certiorari, and the like. Thirdly, there is the 
allocation of both civil and criminal work—other than a few 
very heinous crimes, jurisdiction over which will be reserved 
for Assizes—to the new local courts. Fourthly, it is proposed that 
solicitors as well as barristers shall be eligible for appointment 
as judges in these new district courts. Lastly, solicitors are to 
have equal audience with barristers in the district courts. 

Now the criticism usually made on these proposals by the 
Irish Bar is that they will revolutionize professional arrangements 
and destroy the existing status of barristers. The Bar, it is said, 
will be split up into local bars, whose members mostly practise. 
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and gradually acquire the contracted views of the provincial ; 
for “‘home-keeping youths have ever homely wits.’’ The 
aay of solicitors as district judges will lower the status 
of these judges and destroy the prestige by which discipline is at 
present maintained in court without resort to coercive measures. 
The life of the Bar will lose its metropolitan, academic, and 
romantic charm. Dublin society will be robbed of its most 
interesting and learned element. Dublin will gradually become 
a mere provincialized town whose social amenities are somewhat 
lacking in polish, and where professional life is ‘‘ weary, flat, 
unprofitable, stale.”’ 

‘These criticisms may turn out to be well founded. But it is 
right to point out that the results feared are not an inevitable 
consequence of the reforms proposed. For in Scotland there 
has existed for four centuries what is practically an identical 
system ; yet not a single one of these results has followed. The 
Scots Sheriff Courts are law courts, in counties and boroughs, 
possessing unlimited first instance jurisdiction in civil matters 
(other than divorces and actions concerning title to land). The 
Court of Session in Edinburgh has become little more than a 
Court of Appeal from these Sheriff Courts. Writers or procurators 
(anglicé, solicitors) are equally eligible with advocates (anglicé, 
barristes) for the appointment of sheriff-substitute (anglicé, 
county court judge), and many of the best sheriffs are members 
of the secondary branch of the profession. In these courts, too, 
writers have equal audience with barristers. 

Yet, notwithstanding all these marks of ‘‘ decentralization ”’ 
in the Scottish legal system, it has not become democratized 
to the extent or in the manner feared by the Irish critics. There 
are no local bars; the Faculty of Advocates is still centred in 
Edinburgh, and possesses a dignity in the eyes of the country, 
as well as a professional status in the Scots capital, far exceeding 
that of the English Bar in London. As a matter of fact, the 
practical result nas been to prevent specialism at the Scots Bar ; 
every advocate takes every class of case, civil or criminal, and 
is only taken into the Sheriff Courts when a specially good 
leader is required. The petty type of practitioner at the Bar 
is unknown in Scotland; the men who actually have work in 
Parliament House are all men of capacity, learning and standing ; 
so by the elimination of the less qualified members of the 
profession its general status has improved. 

Again, the presence of writers as sheriff-substitutes on the 
local benches has not lowered the status or destroyed the 
prestige of sheriff. On the contrary, it has become impossible 
to give these appointments on political grounds—as sometimes 
in Kngland—to barristers without much experience of practice, 
or elderly silks who have lost their practice as the result of 
old age with its insistent infirmities. To put in such men over 
the heads of eminent local writers who enjoy the leading practice 
in the Sheriff Court would awaken too much local resentment. 
Consequently, only advocates who are really learned and respected, 
or writers who have won an enviable position locally, are selected 
as sheriff-substitutes. Moreover, since these men have to do 
every kind of work, civil and criminal, they acquire an all- 

and a learned insight into legal principles which in 
England is rare outside the High Court Bench. 

Solicitors, too, have gained in standing and professional 
attainments by the Scottish system. Any capable Scots writer 
may become a sheriff-substitute; that is to say, he has before 
him, as the prise of a purely local career, the possibility of a 
seat on the Bench. ‘This stimulates ambition and induces 
good men to beecme writers in Scotland who in England would 
either commence life at the Bar, or transfer to that branch of the 
profession as soon as they had made a certain position as solicitors. 
indeed, writers are everywhere in Scotland a most highly- 
respected and distinguished body of men; they take a leading 
part in local society and usually share with ministers the dominant 
part in the government of Scots Universities. Nor has their 
possession of prestige in any way diminished the still higher 
prestige of the Har. 

Of course, it does not follow that a system of decentralization 
which has worked weil in Scotland would prove equally successful 
im Ireland. The Scots and Irish are races of very different stamp. 
Calviniem and ( Jatholiciam leave different impresses on human 


4 greater proportion 
university-educated and really learned men available in every 
profession. But at any rate it seems safe to say that the intro- 
duction into Ireland of a judicial system modelled on that 
whieh has long existed in Scotland ought not to be condemned 


the new situation with courage and 
undoubted merit, they will probably 
that immense 


@ conviction of their 

find it quite possible to retain—or rather to regain— 

im the hearts and eyes of their fellow-countrymen which 
colleagues of Grattan and Flood have always enjoyed. 
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Reviews. 


The Law of Torts. 


THE Law or Torts. A Treatise on the English Law of liabilities 
for civil injuries. By Sir JoHN SALMOND, A Judge of the 
Supreme Court of New Zealand. Sixth Edition. Sweet and 
Maxwell, Ltd. 30s. net. : 


It seems ag the other day that we received the fifth editign 
of Salmond’s Torts, and now the sixth is in our hands, a con: 
vincing tribute to the work’s usefulness. In the meantime the 
learned author has been promoted from Solicitor-General of New 
Zealand to the Bench of the Supreme Court ; but, unlike English 
learned judges in similar circumstances, he still edits without g 
coadjutor the new edition of his classic text-book. One sad 
memento of the times appears on the dedicatory page; it js 
pa ay « hy a tribute | the eg of his son, Captain 

who fell in France during the last at st le for mastery 
between the contending hosts. ™ sas 

Notwithstanding all the judicial elucidation which this 
of the Common Law has undergone in the last twenty y 
there are still within its ambit many unsolved problems of the 
first importance. One of these relates to the various rules of 
absolute liability for unintentional injury caused to another 
usually known as the responsibility to keep ‘‘ at one’s peril g 
dangerous thing.’”’ Another is that oft-discussed bone of cop. 
troversy, the true nature of the doctrine of contributory negligence, 
which is not the same in English and in Scottish law. A thin 
is the doctrine of remoteness of damages, recently discussed in 
these pages in connection with Mercantile Law. All of these 
principles have been the subject of recent judicial interpretation, 
resulting mainly, it is to be feared, in greater obscuration; and 
the case-law on the point does not escape the judicial author's 
attention. 

We may draw special attention to a case on remoteness of 
damages which we believe to be much more far-reaching in its 
consequences than is commonly supposed, namely, the view of 
“natural and probable consequences’”’ laid down by the 
Court of Appeal in Re Polemis and Furniss Withy & Co., 1921, 
3 K.B. 560, which definitely extended liability for unforeseen 
consequences—in the case of tort—beyond the ‘“ natural and 
probable consequences of the act:’’ The effect of this sweeping 
decision is fully considered by Sir John Salmond. 


Criminal Law. 


THE CRIMINAL EVIDENCE Act, 1898 (Stat. 61 & 62, Vict. c. 36), 
By N. W. Srstey, B.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law, and J. A. 
Howarp-WatTson, F.R. Soc. Lit., etc., Solicitor. Effingham 
Wilson. 10s. net. 

Considering the difficulty which was experienced in former 
times in making any amelioration in the inal Law it is not 
surprising that the propriety of allowing accused persons to 
give evidence on their own be did not become obvious till 
quite recently, and even then, not obvious to everyone. Nothing 
in the social history of this country is more extraordinary than 
the cruelty of the law until only a century ago. The authors of 
this useful work cite history as saying that, even in the eighteenth 
century, our criminal law was more humane—or rather, one should 
say, less cruel—than in France. No doubt this was so, or else 
Montesquien and Voltaire would not have looked to 
law as the model to be followed; but this was mainly 
examination by torture continued in France long after it 
been abolished here. And so it was not till the passing of 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1898, that an accused person was allowed 
to tell his own story. But since then there has been no looking 
back, and this new safeguard for the innocent accused has 
become a fundamental principle of the law. 

That, however, is now twenty-five years and in the interval 
the Act has received a great deal of judicial exposition. 
was time that the practical working of the Act and the cases 
which have been decided upon it, should be subjected to careful 
scrutiny, and this task Messrs. Sibley and Watson have under 


ho 

not give a print of the text of the Act* The book, ind 
purports to reproduce the Act with notes to every section, 

the sections no doubt are there, and in general are printed in 
bold type. But they are not reproduced as they stand in the 
statute, and some of them—in icular, exceptions (ii) and (iii) 
to s. 1, proviso (f/), under which the accused loses his protection 
against exami n as to character—are given in small t 
and it is not a very easy matter to find " 

annotated Act ought to reproduce the sections exactly as in the 
statute, and all in the same distinctive type; and, in : 
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the Act should be mpuees without notes in the Appendix. 
This is essential in text books which are commentaries on 

icular statutes, and should only be omitted when the length 
of the statute and the limits of space make this course necessary. 
In the present instance no such reason exists. 

But apart from this criticism as to form, the book will be found 

of great value in criminal advocacy. We have referred to 
(f) to s. 1, and the exceptions to the proviso. Under the 
viso an accused person who gives evidence on his own behalf 
against examination as to character, but he loses this 
protection in three cases, (i) where previous offences are evidence 
of the trial offence, (ii) where he offers evidence of his own good 
character or makes imputations on the character of the prosecutor 
or his witnesses, and (iii) if he has given evidence against a 
co-prisoner. In these cases the prisoner loses the statutory 
protection, and is liable to have his past exposed, but in practice, 
especially in cases under (ii), it is not always easy to say whether 
the protection has been lost or not, and the authors give a very 
useful statement of what does and what does not amount to giving 
evidence of good character. As to imputations, there is the curious 
— on which judges have differed whether at a trial for - 
is an imputation on the prosecutrix to allege consent. e 
dicial views are given at p. 38, and we gather that it is now held 
this does not oust the protection of s. 1 (f). 

Section 3 provides that where the right of reply depends upon 
the question whether evidence has been called for the defence, 
the fact that the accused has been called as a witness does not 
of itself give the prosecution the right of reply. It is pointed 
out that this does not affect the Crown’s right of reply, since such 
right is independent of the calling of witnesses for the defence, 
and there is a useful statement (pp. 59, 60) of the present position 
of the right. According to the resolution of the Judges in 1884, 
it is exercisable only by the Attorney-General and Solicitor- 
General when personally engaged. But it has been the subject 
of frequent criticism, and from an answer given in Parliament 
recently by Sir Patrick Hastings, the present Attorney-General, 
it appears that the question of yn ag is under consideration. 
We may notice, too, the useful critic made by the authors 
of the introduction of the wife or husband as a compellable 
witness for the purpose of offences under 1 ming: ay Acts, namely 
those mentioned in the schedule, including the Criminal Law 
Amendment Act, 1885. That Act was in the original schedule, 
but later Acts, or parts of Acts, have been incorporated by 
teference—for instance, Part II of the Children Act, 1908, and 
the authors refer (p. 97) to the protest against the obscurity 
there arising made by Darling, J., in Acaster, 7 Cr. App. R. 
187, 191. And there is in an appendix an interesting discussion 
of the principle of the inadmissibility of evidence of similar 
acts, and the exceptions thereto. Apart from the errors of 
form which we have noticed, and which are of no consequence 
ifthe reader has a copy of the Act at hand, the book is a valuable 
contribution to the practice of the Criminal Law. 








Books of the Week. 


Mowe’ Digest of English Case Law. Annual Supple- 
aq for 1923. Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. ; Stevens & Sons, Ltd. 

net. 

Statutes.—_Butterworth’s Twentieth Century Statutes (Anno- 
tated). Vol. XIX. Containing the Public General Acts passed 
in the year 1923. By K. E. SHeLLEy, Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 25s. net. 

Police.—Vincent’s Police Code and General Manual of the 
Criminal Law. By the late Col. Sir Howarp VINCENT. 
Sixteenth Edition. Revised by the Commissioner of Police of 
aaa prelis. Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons, Ltd. 

. net. 








Correspondence. 


War Charges Validity Bill. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—May I draw your attention to this Bill, which has been 
te-introduced by the present Government and is down for Second 


to-day. 

It is difficult to imagine a worse case of retrospective legislation 
and unconstitutional action than is proposed by this Bill. 

The Bill of the late Government was the outcome of a decision 

the House of Lords in June, 1922, that charges made by the 
Food Controller (six months after the Armistice) in respect of 
milk licences were illegal. 
’ This Bill as printed provided that it was not to a ply to charges 
in respect of milk licences, but owing to pressure of other business 
it was not proceeded with. 
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In the present Bill no exception is made with eo to nts 
in respect of milk licences. On the contrary, it is to take effect 
notwithstanding any judgment to the in any proceedings.” 

If the Bill were to pass in its present form, many subjects 
would have to pay large sums which the House of Lords nearly 
two years ago held they were not liable to pay. 

Before the Food Controller attempted to levy the charge 
referred to, it was pointed out to him that it was illegal, and a 
protest was lodged against the Order which he proposed to make. 
The Food Controller could then have asked for legislative sanction 
to his proposals, butdid not do so. Instead, he sued the subjects 
through three courts, and now nearly two years later the 
Government proposes to reverse the decision by legislation. 
I doubt if there is any precedent for thus depriving a successful 
litigant of the fruits of his victory, but if such a precedent is now 
all so aio, litigation with the Crown will in future become 

cical. 

It seems obvious that the Government cannot be relied on to 
uphold the subject’s rights under the Bill of Rights, and I therefore 
confidently appeal to the Press to do what they can to prevent 
~a outrageous proposals as are contained in this Bill becoming 
aw. 

I enclose a print of the Bill for reference. 

S. L. Mac ANDREW, 

31, St. Petersburgh Place, 

Bayswater, W.2, 
27th February. 

[We agree that the Bill requires scrutiny, but since the Second 
Reading is about to be taken, it may be convenient to wait for 
the explanation given in Parliament.—Eb. S.J.] 


OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GRAHAM v. REITH or GRAHAM. 8th February. 


DivorcE—NULLITY OF MARRIAGE—NON-CONSUMMATION— 

Witrut REFvusat oF WIFE—INFERENCE OF INCAPACITY. 

In an action against a wife for nullity on the ground of impotency 
where the wife wilfully refuses to consummate the marriage, tt is for 
the court to draw the inference that the non ation is due to 
incapacity on the part of the wife, even though there be no structural 
incapacity. 

This was an appeal from the Second Division of the Court of 
Session in Scotland. The action was brought by the appellant 
against his wife, the respondent, for nullity of marriage on the 
ground of impotency or in the alternative for divorce on the 
ground of desertion. The parties became e in November, 
1913, and the respondent asked the appellant to agree that they 
should have no mip annem nn during the first He gs of the 
marriage, and the appellant agreed. place on 
5th Noveunber, 1913, and the parties lived in India and 
Scotland from time to time until November, 1920, but the 
marriage was never consummated. The respondent had submitted 
herself for examination, and the report was that there was no 
structural incapacity. 

Lord DUNEDIN said that in the case of A.B. v. C.B., 8 F. 603, 
while sitting as Lord President of the Court of Session, he had 
occasion to lay down what he considered to be the law of Scotland 
on the matter with which they had to deal. Neither of the 
learned counsel who had addressed their lordships attacked the 
statement of the law he then made, but as the matter had, so 
far as he knew, never been actually dealt with in their ? 
House, and as he still remained of the opinion then expressed, he 
thought it advisable to refer to part of what he then said: “It 
ay a ago been settled that impotency on the part of one 
spouse at the time of marriage continuing thenceforth is a ground 
for the avoidance of the marriage at the instance of the other, 
which will be given effect to unless there is a personal bar to be 
drawn from the solemnization of arses in the knowledge of 
both parties of the defect or to be infe: from the extreme ee 
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at which the marriage is contracted. Further, it is now 
settled that a person is in law impotent who is incapar 

apart from the question whether he or she is incapar 

After pointing out that the cases were rare where in the case of 
a@ woman structural — could be proved, he proceeded to 
say that the question still ecided by that court was whether 
incapacity in the woman was to be con to those cases where 
there was structural incapacity, and continued ; “ I see no reason 
so to confine it, and I am sere gee bes ey _ he, the wards 
of a very great authority on such su a 

in the onse of G. v. @. He said: The invalidity of the marriage, 
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if it cannot be consummated on account of some structural the estates were not to be aggregated with the other pro 
difficulty, is undoubted, but the basis of the interference of the He relied upon s. 5 (5), and on the proviso to s. 4 of 
court is + the ——— peel the ore of | Finance Act, 1894. The Commissioners rejected this contention, 
consummation.”’ e learne rd Justice Clerk, in this case, and their decision was affirmed first by Sankey, J., and after. 
- ape + mem 7 : at use ¢ - ~ a Se 25 » sa by a majority of the Court of pet, Lond Sterndale ang 
ing ambiguous. With great deference he missed the point ounger, L.J., Warrington, L.J., dissenting. 
of Lord Penzance’s observation ; he was speaking of structural The Loap Pesagescn ir said that “ag AO to consider the 
incapacity on the part of the wife. Theimpracticability,therefore, effect, of the qualification super-im d by s. 5 (5) of the Act 
that he was speaking of was impracticability from the point of of 1894. That section provided that in the case ofa 
view of the wife, not from the point of view of the husband, and mentary and inalienable title such as that of the late Ma Lis, 
therefore it was quite obvious that the use of the word excluded and of property passing within the meaning of this Acte its 
and did not admit of the alternative of wilful refusal. He | provisions with respect to settled property were not to apply, 
ag Ae ag sa further quoted with approval the language of | and the property passing on the death of any person in possession 
deh sepented endenvouns of & potent hanbond who hed ted all | Reise” (ate seen n me quecwenue oe wo Yaneed cn 5 sOe 
means short of force had been uniformly unsuccessful, it was for pana 8 ‘te mag theming ‘ed tie anne F Did ) pn A at the 
the court in the absence of any alleged or probable motive for deceased predecessor was to be treated as having had no interest 
was dus $0 sume Sort of incapectty om the part af the wile, | (ir atiet Dente ut thy sen nn tn tke Deana 
His lordship then examined the evidence in great detail, and Geuaned eipeuie never bovieg bed on interest in conten piste 
said that he was now in a position to state the conclusions at of the aggregation, s. 4. What complicated the problem of 
which he had been compelled to arrive. He had no difficulty in | construction was the looseness of the language employed jp 
coming to the same conclusions and for much the same reasons — gs, 5 (5), for undoubtedly notwithstanding what was said ast 
as were so well expressed in the dissenting judgment of Lord | the provisions of the Act with respect to settled property not 
Anderson. The respondent began with an ante-nuptial aversion applying, they did for some purposes apply, otherwise no pro} 
to the sexual part of marriage, which found expression in the | would pass even to the extent of suthortct the interest of the 
promise she got from her husband as to the first year. Unfor- Patan se to be taxed as being what had pe Bee! and yet this 
ences | as he thought, for the happiness of all concerned, she was what was expressly directed to be done. It seemed true 
would have given, and which, if given, not one in ©, bandred | thas tit tee? ceeeaenty, bolas teuated 00 outta’ a 
would have kept. Arrived in India, the promise no longer in wadiiammaiaaty title that ‘the seepeaiie chanel. A and aa 
force, she resisted every attempt on his part during a protracted was prescribed by the statute constituted a settlement within 
riod. When she came home, and knowing from his letters that , 99. The land Preadtcose was settled land within the m 
is desire remained unaltered, she began all sorts of objections — of s, 1. and it appeared to be on that footing alone that the words 
and arguments as to risk of child birth, the inconvenience of | of s. 5 (5) reached it as property passing. They had to choose 
children in India, etc., which Lord Anderson well described as  petween two constructions of s. 5 (5) ‘According to one, the 
camouflage to cover up her own awersion, and when at last he | general scheme of the Act was thrown overboard in cases like 
came home and she recognized that the time had come when she | the present, and a new form of taxation was introduced. 
moment failed to make that consent good: He was of opinion | {2¢"juine 10 the altetastive reading the general scheme romalaas 
that they might and must draw the inference that it was | limited detent so far departed from as reganted the amount a 
incapacity that prevented her, and he thought that the appellant what was to be taxed, that although the actual property in 
was entitled to a decree. He therefore moved their lordships possession of the deceased was treated as passing, and was 
that the interiocutors of the Court of Session’ be reversed and | expressly described as such, that upon which the tax was to be 
the cause remitted, with instructions to pronounce decree in | jeyvied was not to exceed the Aa of the successor specially 
terms of the first conclusion of the summons. In these circum- yalyed. It was because he thought that this construction was 
stances it was, he thought, unnecessary that their lordships _¢he more natural one having coanel to the Act as a whole, am 
should give any opinion on the plea of desertion, but this must he had come to the conclusion that the decision of the Court below 
not be taken as the slightest indication that he disagreed withthe was the right one. re 
a part of the case by the learned judges _ CAVE, in whose judgment Lord Sumner concurred, me 
¥ ox ; to the conclusion that the effect of s. 5 (5) was to substitute 
a = ames — —~ test to the same all the purposes of the Act of: 1894 the interest of the successor 
. ~s ent ‘ — hk C., J — Scott (both of the to the property for the property itself. If so, then the sub- 
Keith (both of the Scottish Bar) and G. 8. Pilcher’ Souictrons + | ‘Act’ but also for the purposes of e: 4. Bul for the provigil 
2 Sc A 8. her. : Act, but also for the purposes of s. 4. But for the pro 
Cruesemann & Rouse for Bogie & Anderson, Kinross, and Bonar that section, the interest of the successor in the inalienable 
en & Johnstone, W.S., Edinburgh; Deacon & Co. for property would under the earlier part of the section be aggregated 
Viven & Macniven, Glasgow, and Simpson & Marwick, W.S., as property passing on the death of the deceased with the othe 
Edinburgh. property so passing. But by the proviso any property so passing 
[Reported by 8. E. WiLLtaMs, Barrister-at-Law.] in which the deceased never had an interest was exempted from 
aggregation, and as the deceased, although he undou 
had an interest in the inalienable property itself, never had@ 
NEVILL v. INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS. February 11th. could have had an interest in his successor’s estate, the inferene 
appeared to be irresistible that the property escaped from aggreg# 
REVENUE — Estate Duty — INALIENABLE Estate Tar — | tion under the provisions of s. 4, and was to be treated as aa 
WHETHER AGGREGATED TO FIND Rate oF Duty—INTEREST peng ty dace B hong whet ppd y = a mige a ela 
mapa vanes e ace ni sad er: ss. 5 of the Act, : 
amd Succmscn SROSenTE ——e se ae DEATH taxing Act regard must be had not to what one might expect 
FINANCE Act, 1894, s.s. 1, 4, 5 (5). find in the Act, but to the words of the Act itself; and if in 
As regards estates rendered inalienable by statute estate duty | C8 due regard was had to the words of the statute, he saw i 
Rod SS. pany a A, “— , . a B athe prone escape from the conclusion for which the appellant content 
those estates, and such interest is not to be aggregated with the other parc may | bow eS ae ae yo by sage ee 
1 al y passing on the death, but te to be treated ao an cotate by of the successor to those estates, and that such interest was nob 
4 to be aggregated with the other property passing on does 
This was : xr of the C P 4 but was to be treated as an estate by itself. He was of op 
67 Qe on appest from on oan a ef aly - Spee, that this appeal should succeed, that the order of the Court of 
Sou. J., 423, a ning an order of Sankey, J. he late Marquis * J dane 
of Abergavenny was at the time of his death in 1915 tenant for | Appeal sho d be set aside and an order pe made in acco lant 
life of certain estates rendered inalienable by statute. On his | With the prayer of the appellant’s petition, and that the appeliy 
death this inalienable property passed to his son as tenant in | should have his costs of the appeals to the courts below and to 
tail male and the Commissioners of Inland Revenue claimed | House. ‘ 
that for the purpose of fixing the rate of estate duty they were | _ The other noble and learned lords gave judgment to the same 
entitled to aggregate the estate of the present Marquis in the effect, the result being that the appeal was allowed.—CouNsELé 
inalienable property with the other property passing on death. _ W. Greene, K.C., Ashworth James and Micklethwait ; 
The i see who was the surviving executor of the late Marquis, | Allorney-General (Sir Douglas Hogg, K.C.), The Solicitor-Ge 
contended that the property passing in the inalienable estates was | (Sir Thomas Inskip, K.C.) and Gavin Simonds. So.ictToRs+ 
merely the interest of the successor, that it was not property in | Williams & James; The Solicitor of Inland Revenue, 
which the deceased had an interest at his death, and therefore (Reported by 8. E. WiLLIAMs, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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operty, Privy Council. 
‘ention, I yoNTREAL LIGHT, HEAT AND POWER COMPANY »v. CITY OF 
ala MONTREAL. 12th February. 

practice —APPEAL—PRINTED CASE—SIGNATURE OF COUNSEL— 
ler the Non-CoMPLIANCE WITH RULE—AMENDMENT. 
she Act At the hearing of this appeal from Quebec by the Judicial 
arquis, Committee, consisting of Lord Buckmaster, Lord ATKINSON, 
ct, its Lord WRENBURY and Lord DARING, it appeared that the printed 
apply, ease lodged by the appellants was signed by two members of the 
session Canadian Bar, neither of whom appeared at the hearing, and was 
rticulay qq not otherwise signed. 

lord BuCKMASTER called attention to r. 61 of the Judicial 

= the Committee Rules (21st December, 1908), which provides that | 


each y’s case shall be signed by at least one of the counsel 
led who attends at the hearing of the appeal, or by the party himself 
of the [i ithe conducts his appeal in person. Counsel for appellants said 
plation § that neither of the Canadian counsel who signed the case was able 


lem of to be present, and he asked their Lordships to dispense with | 
yed in ( compliance with the rule. Lord BUCKMASTER said that if the | 
d as to nile was dispensed with in this case there would be no reason for | 
‘ty not Mm not dispensing with it in every appeal. It appearing, however, | 
operty J that neither of the counsel for the parties had any substantial | 


_ of the objection to the terms of the case lodged, the junior counsel, at 
et. this the suggestion of their Lordships, signed the case. 
d true Lord WRENBURY added that if in a similar case the counsel 


| BANKRUPTCY—PUBLIC 


er s, | who were to appear had any substantial objection to the terms | 


of the of the case lodged, they should apply to amend it, and on that 
1 what # application being granted the case, as amended, could be signed 
within so as to comply with the rule. 

[Reported by 8. E. WitL1AMs, Barrister-at-Law.} 


choose VERGE v. SOMERVILLE. 25th January. 
° the Wit—CHARITABLE TRUST—GIFT FOR BENEFIT OF RETURNED 


duced, SotpIERS—NotT NECESSARILY PooR PERSONS—REPATRIATION | 


ained, FuND—ScCHEME. 


e toa A gift to a class of the community may be a good charitable 
unt of —_ although it is not confined to poor persons. Accordingly 

a for the benefit of returned soldiers is a good charitable gift, 
vw although the need of assistance is not made a qualification for the 
octaly Goodman v. Mayor of Saltash, 7 A.C. 633, applied. 


that This was an a 1 and - 1 j 
ppeal and cross-appeal from a judgment of the 
below H% Supreme Court of New South Wales in Equity. A resident of 
New South Wales, who died in January, 1920, by his will dated 
came in October, 1919, devised and bequeathed all the residue of his 
ite for HH estate “ unto the trustees for the time being of the Repatriation 
cessor Fund or other similar fund for the benefit of New South Wales 
> sub- returned soldiers.”’ In 1915 the Federal Parliamentary War 
of the # Committee recommended the formation in the different States 
of the Commonwealth of bodies to deal with the question of the 
employment of returned soldiers. In 1916 the Committee 
tecommended the formation of a repatriation fund to assist 
returned soldiers, and the Governments of the Commonwealth 
and the States joined in an appeal for contributions to the 
ian Soldiers Repatriation d. Shortly afterwards the 
Australian Soldiers Repatriation Fund Act, 1916, was passed 


by an Act of 1917, which made regulations for providing 

assistance to Australian returned soldiers. That Act was amended 

by an Act of 1918 which vested the fund in the Minister for 

riation. That was the state of the legislation when the 

r made his will and at the time of his death. After bis 

death the former Acts were repealed by an Act of 1920, which 

oar for the establishment of repatriation funds for the 

ent States. The question upon these appeals was whether 

the gift was a good charitable trust, and, if so, how it ought to 

be nistered. The trial judge held that the gift was a valid 
charitable trust and ordered that a scheme should be settled. 

JUDICIAL COMMITTEE (Lord ATKINSON, Lord WRENBURY 

and Lord DARLING) dismissed both the appeal and the counter- 

appeal. Lord WRENBURY, in delivering th 
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community or of an appreciably important class of the com- 
munity. It was not necessary that the class should be confined 
sat ppee. That appeared from Goodman v. Mayor of 
» 7 App. Cas. 633, from Re Christchurch Inclosure Act, 

88 Ch. D. 520, and from the judgment of Lindley, L.J., in Re 
Macduff, 1896, 2 Ch. 451, 464. It was true that S Re Gassiot, 
70 L.J.Ch. 242, and in Re ey 102 L.T. 628, there were to be 
expressions which might appear to indicate that poverty 

Ma & necessary qualification, but the decision in Goalie Vv. 
“yor of Saltash was not cited in either of those two cases. In 
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the present case the gift was for the benefit of a class, and the 
expressed purpose, namely, repatriation, or, in other words, to 
restore the soldiers to their native land and to give them a fresh 
start in life was a good charitable gift. Moreover, if it were 


| necessary to find in the will an intention that need of assistance 


was to be a qualification for benefit (which in their lordships’ 
opinion it was not ), then the words “ repatriation fund ” indicated 
an intention to benefit the needy, having regard to the facts as 
to the ‘‘ Commonwealth Fund ” of which no doubt the testator 
was aware. Wich regard to the second question raised, their 
lordships were of opinion that upon the true construction of the 
gift the administration of the fund did not rest wich the 
Commonwealth, and as the fund named in the will, namely, the 
fund for the benefit of New South Wales returned soldiers, did 
not exist and there were no named trustees and no directions 
with regard to administration, it was necessary that a scheme 
should be settled.—CouNsEL: Clauson, K.C., and A. Adams ; 
Maugham, K.C., and Barton ; Luemoore, K.C., and Hon. Geoffrey 
Lawrence. Souicirors: Bell, Brodrick & Gray; Bristows, Cooke 
and Carpmael; Coward, Hawksley, Sons & Chance; Light and 


Fulton. 
[Reported by S. E. WILLIaMs, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


In Re LEVY. Div. Court in Bankruptcy. 29th January. 


EXAMINATION—SERVICE OF ORDER 
FoR—LAst KNowN ADDREsSS—‘‘ GONE AWAY ’’—WARRANT 
FOR ARREST—BANKRvuPTCY AcT, 1914, 4 & 5 Geo. 5, c. 59, 
s. 23, s-s. 1 (d), s. 146—BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1915, rr. 90, 193. 


If an order is served in a registered letter sent in accordance 
with the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, s. 146, and r. 90 
made thereunder, it is not necessary that the registered letter should 
reach the debtor in order to effect a good service. 


Re McGrath, 1890, 24 Q.B.D. 466, extended to a case where the 
letter was returned marked ‘‘ gone away.” 


This was an appeal from the Bangor County Court. Anadjourned 
sitting for the bankruptcy public examination took place on the 
13th July, 1923, and it was further adjourned incomplete to 
14th September. The adjournment was directed in the bank- 
rupt’s presence, and he was told that he must attend and an order 
to this effect was forthwith made and served on the bankrupt at 


| his last known address by registered letter, under r. 193 of 1915, 


appointing trustees of the Fund. In 1917 the Act of 1916 was 


| therefore issue.—CoUNSEL: Hansell. 


. Le e judgment, said that | 
in considering whether a gift constituted a valid charitable trust | 
t enquiry must be whether it was for the benefit of the | 


as provided by s. 146 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, and r. 90 
of the Rules. The registered letter was returned marked “‘ gone 
away,” and efforts to trace the bankrupt failed, and he did not 
attend on 14th September, and the examination was adjourned 
sinedie. A warrant was then applied for under s. 23 (1) (d) on the 
ground that without good cause he had failed to attend and In 
re McGrath, supra, relied on, but there the registered letter had 
not been returned through the dead letter office. The learned 
deputy-judge was not satisfied that clear oral intimation was given 
to the bankrupt on 13th July, and also thought that even if 
given, it was not an order under s. 23 (1) (d), and asactual service 
had not been effected, he could not hold that service by registered 
post was sufficient and refused the warrant. The official receiver 
appealed, the notice of appeal being similarly moved and 
returned. 

Held, by AstpuRY and P. O. LAwReEncE, JJ., that the appeal 
must be allowed. It would be pessimi exempli to hold that the 
bankrupt could escape service by leaving his last address. There 
was nothing in the statute to say that the registered lettershould 
reach the debtor for it to be good service and the warrant must 
Soxticrrors: Solicitor 
for the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


In Re SUAREZ. (No. 2.) Romer, J. 29th January. 


LAND TRANSFER—REGISTRATION WITH ABSOLUTE TITLE—RIGHT 
or EsScHEAT IN THE CROWN—LAND TRANSFER Act, 1875, 
38 & 39 Vict. c. 87, ss. 7 and 105—-LaAnpD TRANSFER Act, 1897, 
60 & 61 Vict. c. 65, s. 16. 

The effect of s. 105 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, is merely to 
provide that the right of the Crown to any escheat or forfeiture in the 
future, after the registration, by reason of the death of the registered 
proprietor, or of anyone claiming through him, without heirs, is 
not to be defeated, and it does not give the Crown the right to enforce 
a right to escheat as against a registered holder where, registration 
is subsequent in date to the date of the Crown's right arising. 


This was a question of the extent of the Crown's right of 
escheat. The facts were as follows: Francisco Suarez died 
intestate in 1897 seised in fee simple of certain real estate. In 
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1914 his nephew Pedro Suarez, claiming as the heir-at-law of 
Francisco, was under the Land Transfer Act, 1875, 
with an absolute title to such real estate. It was discovered in 
the course of certain proceedings in 1917 (see In re Suarez, 1917, 
2 Ch. 131, and 1918, 1 Ch. 176) that Francisco was vp gee 
and died without heirs, and there was a question as to the effect 
of the registration in 1914 of Pedro, the Crown claiming that 
notwithstanding that registration they had a right of escheat 
u the death of Francisco intestate and illegitimate in 1897 
which they could now enforce. 

Romer, J., in the course of his judgment, after stating the 
facts, said: ‘*I come to the conclusion that, assuming that the 
Crown on the death of Francisco Suarez became enti to the 
property in question by way of escheat, the registration of Pedro 
Suarez with an absolute title in 1914 vested the property in him 
free from that claim of the Crown. That would be the effect of 
s. 7 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, if it stood alone, but the 
Crown have contended that s. 105 of the same Act, which provides 
that nothing therein contained shall affect any right of the Crown 
to any escheat or forfeiture is a qualification of s. 7, and that the 
land was not vested in Pedro Suarez, upon his registration with 
an absolute title, free from the right of the Crown to claim that 
on the death of Francisco Suarez the property reverted to the 
Crown by virtue of the Crown’s right of. escheat. To adopt that 
contention would render it necessary for a purchaser to investigate 
closely the right of the person who claimed to take the property 
as heir-at-law in order to see whether there was any ground for 
a claim to escheat by the Crown, and that would be contrary to 
the object of s. 16 of the Land Transfer Act, 1897. In my 
judgment, the effect of s. 105 is to provide that the right of the 
Crown to any escheat or forfeiture in the future after the registra- 
tion by reason of the death of the registered eee or of 
anyone claiming through him without heirs is not to be defeated.”’ 
COUNSEL: Beebee ; i n Pollock. Souicirors: Darley, 
Cumberland & Co. ; the Treasury Solicitor. 

(Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 
Court of Appeal. 


SALTER v. LASK. No.2. ist November, 1923. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT— EMERGENCY RESTRICTIONS — 
DWELLING-HOUSE—PART OF DEMISED PREMISES—RECOVERY 
or PossEssioN—STATUTORY DEFENCE NOT PLEADED—DvuTyY 
or JUDGE—CouNTY CourRT RULEs, ORDER X, r. 18—INCREASE 
OF RENT AND MORTGAGE INTEREST (RESTRICTIONS) RULEs, 
1920. 


It is open to a plaintiff in an action for the recovery of possession 
of premises to sue for the recovery of part only of the premises 
originally demised, but that right cannot be exercised in such a way 
as to defeat the provisions of the County Courts Acts as to juriadiction, 
and the provisions of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
Act, 1920, with reference to the conditions which must be complied 
with before an order for possession can be obtained. 


Notwithstanding that the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Iestrictions) Act, 1920, was not pleaded or relied on in the county 
court, the county court judge was bound under r. 18 of the Rent 
Restrictions Rules, 1920, to enquire whether or not the premises 
in question came within the Rent Restrictions Act, and as there 
was evidence before him on which he could so find, the case must go 
back to him for him to make the investigation required by that rule, 
and to satisfy himself whether or not the premises were within the 
protection of the Act. 


Appeal from the Divisional Court reversing the decision of the 
learned judge of the Whitechapel County Court. The action was 
brought by the owner of certain premises against the defendant 
for the recovery of the possession of the premises, and the learned 
judge entered judgment for the defendant. The premises in 
respect of which ion was claimed were known as No. 5, 
Bell-lane, in the City of London. The circumstances were rather 
unusual. In 1913 the owner of the premises was a Mr. Lyon, 
and he possessed Nos. 3 and 5, Bell- , and also a workshop 
or warehouse situated behind those premises. He demised the 
whole of the premises to the defendant Lask at a rent of £2 2s. 
aweek. In 1916 the defendant joined the army, and his wife was 
substituted for him as tenant. She sub-let the workshop or 
warehouse to a man named Cohen at a rent of £1 a week, and 
she sub-let No. 3, Bell-lane to a man named Rich at a rent of 
1%. a week. In 1917 Rich took a lease for twenty-one years 


from Mr. Lyon of the whole of the premises, subject to the 
tenancy referred to. 


Rich thus became the owner of the 
immediate reversion, and he was entitled to a rent of £2 26. a week 
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from the defendant or his wife, and he had to pay as sub 
19s. a week in respect of the sub-tenancy conferred on hip 
defendant’s wife, on the footing that she was a weekly 
only. 
accepted the position that Mrs. Lask was a yearly and 
weekly tenant, and on 23rd March, 1921, he gave her a 
notice to quit the whole of the premises, namely Nos. 3 
Beli-lane, and the warehouse. As the result of that not 


in September, 1921, Rich assigned his interest as landle 
the plaintiff Salter, but continued in possession of No. 3 as ten 
of tne plaintiff. In July, 1922, the plaintiff granted, in hig 
name, a tenancy of the warehouse to Cohen, who was alread 
tenant. in September, 1922, Mrs. Lask died, and her hv 
became her administrator. In December, 1922, the 
action was commenced against the defendant claiming posse 
not of the whole of the premises demised in 1913, but of a 
only of such premises, to wit, No. 5. The county court 
gave judgment for the defendant, and the plaintiff appe 
tne Divisional Court, who reversed the decision of the ce 
court judge, holding that the plaintiff was not precluded 
obtaining an order.for possession of part only of the demigg 
premises, and that, although the county court judge was 
py r. 18 of the increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest ( 
tions) Rules, 1920, and Ord. X, r. 18 of the County Court Ruly, 
to see that the conditions of the Increase of Rent and M 
interest (Kestrictions) Act, 1920, are fulfilled before making m 
order for the recovery of possession, even if the Act is not pleaded 
as a statutory defence, there was no evidence in this case thatth 
premises fell within the Act of 1920, and the plaintiff was entitle 
to possession. The defendant appealed. 

BANKES, L.J., in giving judgment, said that, speaking g , 
he agreed with the Vivisional Court that it was open to the p 
in an action for ejectment to sue for part only of the premiss 
included in original letting, but he desired to guard himself from 
saying that there might not be cases where a person who electal 
to sue for a portion only of demised premises might find himself 
in a great difficulty if he subsequently commenced p 
in ejectment to recover some other portion, but a person, — 
he might, generally speaking, be entitled to sue in ejectment 
@ portion of demised premises, could not be allowed to exertix 
that right so as to defeat either the provisions of the County Courts 
Acts as to jurisdiction, or the provisions of the Rent Restriction 
Acts with reference to the obtaining of possession. Subject to 
those safe , speaking generally, the view of the Division 
Court, that a landlord can bring an action to recover from a tenant 
@ portion of the demised premises, was correct. But that didnot 
dispose of the matter. When this matter was before th 
Divisional Court objection was taken to any question being raised 
about the Rent Restrictions Act on the ground that that 
was not taken in the county court. The answer was that it wa 
taken, but if it was not taken r. 18 of the Rent and Mo 
interest (Restrictions) Rules, 1920, imposed a duty on the 
court juage to enquire whether or not these premises did or 
not come within the protection of the Rent Restrictions Ad 
Having regard to the special provisions of r. 18, it was fo 
the tenant to defend himself in an appeal to the Divisional Cout 
by showing that there was material before the learned judp 
which ougnt to have put him on enquiry as to whether the caw 
did or did not fall within the Rent Restrictions Act. But th 
case was not fully gone into on this point in the county cout 
‘here was evidence before the learned judge which called # 
him to make the investigation required by r. 18, and to oy 
himself whether the case came within the Rent Restrictions 
and the case must go back to the county court judge to enquit 
into that point, and to come to a decision on it. 

Scrurron and ATKIN, L.JJ., concurred.—CouNnseEL : Phinets 
Quase and Ross; Gilbert Beyfus. Soxicitors: L. Silkin; Om 
and Brooks. 

[Reported by T. W. Monga, Barrister-at-Law.) 


MILLS v. ROSE. No.2. 23rd November, 1923. 
LANDLORD AND TENANT—AGRICULTURAL HoOLDING—NOoTIce 1 
Quit—CoMPENSATION FOR DisTURBANCE—EJECTMENT Pao 
CEEDINGS—AGRICULTURE Act, 1920, 10 & 11 Geo. 5, c. 16, 

s. 10. “ 

By #. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920, where the tenancy ¢* 
holding terminates by reason of a notice to quit, and in co 
of such notice the tenant quits the holding, compensation for te 
turbance shall be payable by the landlord to the tenant. 

The landlord of a farm served on the tenant a notice to quit 
25th March, 1923. Owing to the illness of his wife, the tenant ts 
not quit the farmhouse at the expiry of the notice, but he quite ™ 
lund, save as under the custom of the county, immediately afler™ 








expiry of the notice. Ejectment proceedings were brought by! 








In February, 1921, notice to quit was given to Mrs. Lask, te 
A discussion took place with Rich on the matter, and Rig 
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quit Mrs. Lask’s tenancy was determined in September, 19% 
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judgment was obtained by default of appearance. On 
ith the notice to quit, the tenant duly served on the 
of intention to claim compensation for disturbance 
griculture Act, 1920. It was contended on 
that the tenant did not quit the farm in con- 
ice to quit, but in consequence of the ejectment 
and the county court judge, on a special case, held that 

d to compensation on that ground. 
” Meld, that if the tenant was ejected, the ejectment was in consequence 
the notice to quit, and that, therefore, the tenant had quitted the 
in consequence of the notice to quit terminating the tenancy. 
tenant was accordingly entitled to compensation under s. 10 

of the Act. 


from the Kidderminster County Court on a special case 
under the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1908-1921. On 23rd 
1921, the landlord of Wadhouse Farm, Rock, in the 
Gounty of Worcester (a farm consisting of about 140 acres, held 
under a verbal tenancy from year to year at a rental of £130 a 
) gave the tenant notice in writing to quit the farm on 
Yuh March, 1922. The tenant duly served on the landlord a 
notice of intention to claim compensation for disturbance on 
the holding on the termination of the tenancy in 
accordance with the provisions of s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 
1920, and the landlord gave the tenant notice of intention to 
claim under s. 19 of the Act of 1920. The tenant, owing to the 
illness of his wife, did not quit the farmhouse on the expiration of 
the notice, and on 19th May, 1922, the landlord issued a writ 
claiming ion of the farm and mesne profits, and judgment 
was obtained in default of appearance on 29th May, 1923, and 
ion was subsequently obtained. The arbitrator found as 
a fact that the tenant quitted the holding in consequence of a 
notice to quit, and that the question of the sheriff’s warrant did 
not affect the position. He also found as a fact that the value of 
the holding had not deteriorated during the tenancy by the failure 
of the tenant to cultivate the holding according to the rules of 
good husbandry. On the application of the landlord, an order 
was obtained from the county court that the arbitrator should 
state in the form of a special case for the opinion of the county 
court the question of law (inter alia) whether the tenant was 
entitled to claim compensation for disturbance against the 
landlord under s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920. The county 
court judge answered the question by saying that the tenant was 
not entitled to obtain compensation under the section. The 
tenant appealed to the Court of Appeal. 

The Court (BANKEs, SCRUTTON and ATKIN, L.JJ.), held that 
there was evidence on which the arbitrator could find that the 
tenant quitted the holding in consequence of the notice to quit 
terminating the tenancy. A tenant who quitted a holding 
because he had got a notice to quit, quitted the holding in 
consequence of the notice to quit, and even if the tenant was 
turned out by means of the ejectment proceedings, he did, 
nevertheless, quit the holding in consequence of the notice to quit 
terminating the tenancy, because the landlord’s right to judgment 
in the ejectment proceedings depended on the notice to quit. 

answer to the question was that the tenant quitted the 
in consequence of the notice to quit terminating the 
tenancy and was, therefore, entitled to compensation for dis- 
turbance under s. 10 of the Agriculture Act, 1920. Appeal 
allowed.—CouNnsEL: A. F. Clements; Kenneth F. Wood and 
J. FP. Eales. Sovicrrors: Collyer-Bristow & Co., for A. D. Capel 
Loft, Stourport; Dennison, Horne & Co., for E. H. Grove, 
Halesowen. 
(Reported by T. W. Monaan, Barrister-at-Law. 


High Court—King’s Bench Division, 


BOURGEOIS v. WEDDELL & 00. Div. Court. 17th December,1923. 
ARBITRATION—-EVIDENCE OF ARBITRATOR—WHETHER ADMIS- 
SIBLE BEFORE UMPIRE. 


An arbitrator was appointed by each of the parties te a contract 
for the sale of a consignment of meat which was to be shipped from 


, and which it was alleged was not in accordance with 
contract.  ‘T'he arbitrators, failing to agree, appointed an umpire. 


Held, that the evidence of one of the arbitrators as to the condition 
of the meat was admissible in the proceedings before the umpire. 


Case stated under s. 19 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. The 
t, Bourgeois (the buyer) entered into a contract with 

the sellers, W. Weddell & Co.. for the purchase of some Argentine 
cif. A dispute arose between the parties in respect of 
some of the beef, the claimant alleging that it was not in accord- 
ro with the contract. The dispute was referred to arbitration, 
of the parties appointing an arbitrator. The arbitrators 
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failed to agree upon their award, 
In the subsequent proceedings the claimant proposed to 
as one of his witnesses the man who had been appointed as his 
arbitrator in order that he might give evidence as to the con- 
dition of the beef which he had inspected and upon which he had 
made an adverse report. The sellers having objected to evidence 
being given by the claimant’s arbitrator, this case was stated 
for the purpose of obtaining the decision of the Court as to 
whether he was a competent witness in the arbitration. 

Lord Hewarr, C.J., delivering judgment, said that it was 
argued on behalf of the appellants that the arbitrator in question 
had been appointed to act and had purported to act in a judicial 
capacity, and was on general principles disqualified from giving 
evidence in the arbitration, and that he could not be called as a 
witness, because in no case could an arbitrator be called as a 
witness. His lordship said that no question at present arose 
under the express terms of the agreement of reference, but he 
was not satisfied that the arbitrator was disqualified from being 
called as a witness by the mere circumstance that he was an 
arbitrator. From his own experience he knew that it some- 
times happened that an arbitrator was called to give evidence 
upon matters affecting the issue between the parties, and he 
knew of no rule preventing this arbitrator from giving evidence. 

LusH and SANKEy, JJ,, delivered judgment to the same 
effect, and the question Was answered in the affirmative.— 
CounsEL: Neilson, K.C., and van den Berg; Jowitt, K.C., 
and Merlin. Soticrrors: Swepstone, Stone, Barber & Ellis ; 
Charles H. Wright. 

[Reported by J. L. Dunison, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SUTTON v. NEW TABERNACLE (OLD STREET CONGREGATIONAL) 
APPROVED SOCIETY. 


Div. Ct. 26th, 27th November ; 20th December, 1923. 

INSURANCE (NATIONAL HEALTH)—APPROVED SOCIETY—MEMBER- 
SHIP—EXPULSION—-UNMARRIED WOMAN—PREGNANCY—IM- 
MORAL CONDUCT—DISTINCTION BETWEEN STATUS OF MEMBER- 
SHIP AND ‘‘ RIGHT TO BENEFITS *’—NATIONAL INSURANCE ACT, 
1911, 1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 55, s. 30—-NaATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE 
Act, 1918, 7 & 8 Geo. 5, c. 62, s. 12 (3). 


A society, which was an approved society under 8. 30 of the 
National Insurance Act, 1911, purported, by virtue of one of the 
rules under which it was empowered to expel members for immoral 
conduct, to expel from membership an unmarried woman who became 
pregnant. 

Held, that the rule was not ultra vires, and that so long as she was 
not deprived of her transfer rights the society was entitled to exclude 
her from the status of membership and from future contingent 
benefits, but not from benefits to which, but for that provision, she 

have been entitled. 


Case stated under s. 19 of the Arbitration Act, 1889. The 
appellant, Edith Sutton, was a member of the respondent society, 
which was a society approved under the National Health 
Insurance Act, 1911. She was unmarried, and having fallen ill 
was visited by a visitor of the society, who discovered that she 
was pregnant. The committee of management being informed 
of this fact, purported to expel her on the ground of ** immoral 
conduct or other serious personal misconduct,”’ in exercise of the 
powers conferred on them under r. 18 of their rules. The matter 
having been referred to a referee, this case was stated by him for 
the decision of the court. The referee found that the ap t 
might by reason of her expulsion have been deprived some 
sickness or disablement or maternity benefit, but no evidence was 
given to show whether the appellant was in fact deprived of any 
such benefit or not. Further, that the committee of management 
might reasonably come to the conclusion that the appellant had 
been guilty of immoral conduct. Rule 18 of the Society's rules 
is as follows: ‘* 1. The committee of ent may for the 
reasons hereinafter mentioned terminate the membership of any 
member at any time. On the termination of membership as 
herein provided the person so ceasing to be a member shail be 
entitled to have his transfer value (calculated in accordance with 
tables to be prepared by the Insurance Commissioners) trans- 
ferred to any other society which he may join. Such reasons 
may be . - immoral conduct or other serious personal mis- 
conduct.” By s. 30 of the National Insurance Act, 1911, it is 
provided: ‘*(2) An approved society shall be entitled, in 
accordance with its rules, . .. to expel any of its members 
being insured persons . . .”’ By s. 12 of the National Health 
Insurance Act, 1918, it is provided: * (3) Notwithstanding any 

rovision te the contrary in any rule of an approved society or 

ranch of such society, an insured unmarried woman who is 
pregnant shall not on the ground that her ty was due’ to 
misconduct be deprived of any sickness or disa t benefit to 
which she would but for that provision have been entitled.” 
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of the Court (Lord Hewart, L.C.J., and Sankey and Swift, JJ.) 


in which it was stated that the contention had been raised that | 
the rule was ultra vires in view of s. 12 (3) of the subsequent 


Act of 1918, supra. It was, however, contended on the other 
hand, that it was necessary to consider two things quite separ- 


ately : (1) the status of membership, and (2) the right to benefits. ' 
It must be remembered that approved societies had the right | 


to expel members. With regard to the question how a society 


could make a rule entitling it to expel a member about to be ' 


entitled to maternity benefit, and so to deprive her of the very 


benefit which the Act of Parliament said she was to have, the | 


answer was to be found by keeping the two positions above 
indicated distinct. A society might make rules to expel its 
members on the ground of immoral conduct, and was entitled to 
refuse to have a person guilty of such conduct interested in the 
management of the society ; but it could not pass a rule, nor 
could it interpret one of its rules in such a way as to say that 
such a person should be deprived of rights which the Act of 
Parliament had conferred upon her. In their lordships’ view, 
the society's interpretation of that rule did not deprive her of 
any such rights. She was, indeed, deprived of membership ; 
she was also deprived of contingent future benefits. She was 
not, however, deprived of any sickness or disablement benefit 
to which she would, but for that provision, have been entitled. 
She got her full transfer rights, but she ceased to have the right 
to remain a member or to get future contingent benefits. It 
was to be borne in mind that the terms ‘‘ immoral conduct ”’ 
and ‘“* misconduct ’’ were to be interpreted in rules framed under 
the National Insurance Act, which in cases of maternity was 
concerned with the welfare not less of the infant than of the 
mother. The true question appeared to be, upon the facts 
of each particular case, whether the rule rightly interpreted 
had been broken, and whether it was right that expulsion should 
follow. Their lordships would proceed to answer the questions 
addressed to them, which were as follows: (1) Whether upon 
the facts the referee was obliged in law to hold that the appellant 
was guilty of immoral conduct or other serious personal mis- 
conduct within the meaning of the rules of the society. Answer: 
No; (2) Whether it was open to him to hold or find that the 
appellant had not been so guilty, having regard to the decision 
of the committee of management: Answer: Yes; (3) Whether 
the provisions of r. 18 (1) of the society’s rules were invalid. 
The answer was that it could not be said that they were ultra 
vires; they were not inconsistent with the Acts; (4) Whether 
the society by expelling the appellant were entitled to avoid 
any obligation to pay to her benefits to which but for her expul- 
sion she would have been entitled; the answer was that if the 
society handed to her or her agent the transfer money it was not 
obliged in the case of expulsion to do more ; (5) Whether the 
onus of proving that the appellant had been deprived of such 
benefits lay upon the appellant or upon the respondents : Answer : 
that it lay on the appellant.—CouNsEL: T. F. Davis; Comyns 
Carr. Sowicrrors: Bulcraig & Davis ; Kingsley Wood, Williams 
and Co. 
[Reported by J. L. Dewison, Barrister-at-Law.} 


REX v. DEVON JUSTICES: ex parte DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC 


PROSECUTIONS. Div. Court. 20th and 2Iist December, 1923. 
CriixaL Law—LARCENY—OFFENCE COMMITTED ‘ON THE 


Hieu Seas *’—VENUE—ADMIRALTY JURISDICTION—QUARTER 
Sessions—J URISDICTION—LARCENY ACT, 1861, 24 & 25 Vict., 
c. 96, s. 115—Larceny Act, 1916, 6 & 7 Geo. 5, c. 50, s. 17. 


A clerk to the Navy, Army and Air Force Institutes, while on 
board H.M.S. “* Princess Margaret,’ committed a theft, at a time 
when the vessel was in the Firth of Forth. The vessel proceeded to 
Torbay, and, on arrival, the man was arrested and charged with the 
offence before the Devon Quarter Sessions. 


Held, that that court had jurisdiction to deal with the case. 


Rule nisi. KR. W. Castle, a clerk on board H.M.S. Princess 
Margaret, was alieged to have stolen £40 on board that vessel while 
the vessel wasin the Firthof Forth. Theship proceeded to Torbay, 
and, on arrival, Castle was arrested and charged with larceny, 
contrary to s..17 (1) (a) of the Larceny Act, 1916. On 3rd 
October, 1923, at the Devon Quarter Sessions a true bill was 
found, charging him with the offence of larceny, contrary to s. 17 
(1) (a) of that Act, in that he, “ on the high seas,”’ being a clerk 
or servant to the Navy, Army and Air Force Institutes, stole 
from them £40. The Devon Quarter Sessions, however, declined 
to deal with the case on the ground that, having regard to s. 115 
of the Larceny Act, 1861, which in their view did not extend to 
offences committed in an estuary in Scotland, they had no 
jurisdiction. A rule nisi was then obtained on the ground that 
the Devon Quarter Sessions had jurisdiction to deal with the 
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Lord Hewart, L.C.J., delivered the considered judgment ‘ 
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indictable offences mentioned in this Act which shall be ‘ ‘The AT 

mitted within the jurisdiction of the Admiralty of England, being 

Ireland shall be deemed to be offences of the same nature, of 
Re 






liable to the same punishments, as if they had been comp 
upon the land in England or Ireland, and may be dealt 
inquired of, tried, and determined in any county or place 
which the offender shall be apprehended or be in custod 
and in any indictment for any such offence or for bei 
accessory to any such offence the venue in the esehe al 
the same as if the offence had been committed in such co 
place, and the offence itself shall be averred to have been com. 
mitted “‘on the high seas’’: Provided that nothing he 
contained shall alter or affect any of the laws relating to 
government of Her Majesty’s land or naval forces.” By s, fj 
of the Larceny Act, 1916, it is provided: ‘‘ Every person who~ 
(1) being a clerk or servant or person employed in the cai 

of a clerk or servant—(a) steals any chattel, money or valu, 
security belonging to or in the possession or power of his 
or employer . . . shall be guilty of felony, and on convictigg 
thereof liable to ’’ (the penalty therein stated). 



























Lord Hewart, C.J., delivering judgment, said that the offeng Mr. Lv 
with which the man was charged was clearly within the Act of puilt und 
1861, and that s. 115 was applicable. Having regard to th according 
Naval Discipline Act, 1866, 29 & 30 Vict., c. 109, the offence iy whether 
question had been committed within the jurisdiction of th authoriti 
Admiralty of England. The Devon Quarter Sessions had juris of buildi 
diction, therefore, to try the case, and the rule must be mage Mr. W 
absolute. A similar result might have arisen upon a consideration Hi may 
of s. 39 of the Act of 1916, but it was not necessary to decide of the I 
that point. Act, 192 

SANKEy and Swirrt, JJ., concurred, and the rule was made house for 
absolute.—CouNSEL: Travers Humphreys & Dummett ; Harold H yousing, 
Murphy. Soticirors: Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett & Michelmon, @& oxcced tt 
for Brian S. Miller, Exeter; Director of Public Prosecutions. The ansv 

[Reported by J. L. Dgnison, Barrister-at-Law.] My Depé 
ment Co 
be assess 

In Parliament. 
New Statutes. ao 
. . y 
On 2ist February the Royal Assent was given to :— in owe p 
The Unemployment Insurance Act, 1924; ments at 
And to two local Acts. being in 
ages a: fair-rent 
House of Lords. —_ 

26th February. Criminal Justice Bill. On the motion of the ¥ be lost s 
Lord Chancellor, read a Second time and committed to a Com 
mittee of the Whole House. ( 

2ist February. Administration of Justice Bill. On the 
motion of the Lord Chancellor, read a Second time and committed Sir Lt 
to a Committee of the Whole House. what ac 

Legitimacy Bill. On the motion of Lord Buckmaster, reads the Chil 
Second time and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. The U 

Unemployment Insurance Bill. On the motion of Earl dels (Mr. Rt 
Warr read a Second and Third time and passed. is under 

Aacediaibidini the Gov 
Session 
House of Commons. ‘ 
Questions. 
CROWN PROSECUTIONS (LAW OFFICERS). Mr. 1 

Mr. Foor (Bodmin) asked the Attorney-General whether he State fc 
will take steps to withdraw the exceptional privilege of reply directed 
ziven to the Law Officers of the Crown when conducting 4 and wh 
prosecution, so that Law Officers of the Crown might be placed Mr. I 
on an equal footing with other counsel as to the order of pre grant f 
cedence in the final address to the jury ? as befo 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The right of reply by the Law negotia 
Officers in criminal cases is a prerogative right of the Crown, to Arn 
which has in the past been repeatedly confirmed by His Majesty's hope to 
Judges. It is, therefore, not within my power, even if I # as to ol 
desired, to prevent the exercise of that right. It is, however to be s] 
my intention to invite the opinion of the highest judicial acknow 
authorities as to whether or not it is desirable in the public in 
that any alteration in the existing system should be introduced, 

DIVORCE REGISTRY (TAXATION OF COSTS). Pe 
Major 8. Srewanr (Stockton-on-Tees) asked the Atto y agg 





General whether he is aware that in the divorce registry ap 
ments to tax costs cannot be made until from four and a half 
months to six months after the hearing of the petition ; and 









case. By s. 115 of that statute it is provided as follows: “ All 





whether steps can be taken to obviate this delay ? 














March 1, 1924 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am informed that appointments 
being made at the present time to deal with the taxation of 
of costs filed about three months ago. An Assistant 
4strar was appointed on the 13th inst., and with his assistance 
s hoped to dispose of the arrears. 











TRIAL BY JURY. 


"Mr. Foot (Bodmin) asked the Attorney-General whether he 
can make any statement as to the restoration of the right of the 
to have common law actions tried by a jury, of which 





- Pe t he was deprived by Section 2 (1) of the Administration of 
By a ei Justice Act, 1920 ? 
Y 8 0 the ATTORNEY-GENERAL: This matter is dealt with in 






Section 2 of the Administration of Justice Bill, which was 
jntroduced by my right hon. Friend the Lord Chancellor on 


Thursday last. 





RENTS. 
Mr. LUMLEY (Hull, E.) asked the Minister of Health if houses 
puilt under the Addison scheme by local authorities were assessed 





L to the according to the cost of building then prevailing; and, if so, 
Tence in whether the Ministry has been giving instructions to local 

of the BM wuthorities to lower the assessment of these houses as the cost 
ud juris HM of building has fallen ? 


je made Mr. WHEATLEY: As regards the first part of the question, 
eration I may refer the hon. Member to sub-section (9) of section 12 
} decide of the Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920, which provides that the gross estimated rental of a 
S made HF house forming part of a housing scheme to which section 7 of the 
Harold Housing, Town Planning, &c., Act, 1919, applies, shall not 
vel more, exceed the rent (exclusive of rates) charged by the local authority. 
8. The answer to the second part of the question is in the negative. 
My Department has no authority to give instructions to assess- 
ment Committees as to the manner in which properties should 
be assessed. 


HOUSING. 
FLATS AND APARTMENTS (RENTS.) 


Mr. BAKER (Bristol, E.) asked the Minister of Health whether, 
in view of the excessive rents which are being charged for apart- 
ments and so-called flats, and the consequent hardship which is 
being inflicted upon large numbers of citizens, he will institute 
fair-rent courts for the protection of all tenants ? 

Mr. WHEATLEY: The general question of rent restriction is 
under consideration, and this particular aspect of it will not 

of the HH be lost sight of. 





, Com- — 

n the CHILDREN, YOUNG PERSONS, ETC., BILL. 

nitted Sir LEONARD LYLE (Essex, Epping) asked the Prime Minister 
what action the Government proposes to take with respect to 

read & the Children, Young Persons, etc., Bill ? 


Louse. The UNDER-SECRETARY OF STATE FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT 

de ls (Mr. Rhys Davies): I have been asked to reply. This Bill 
is under consideration, but I regret I can hold out no hope that 
the Government will be able to find time during the present 
Session to give facilities for its progress. 


(20th February.) 


PRISON LIBRARIES. 


Mr. E. Harvey (Dewsbury) asked the Under-Secretary of 
er he State for the Home Department whether his attention has been 
reply directed to the inadequate supply of books in prison libraries ; 
pe and whether any steps are being taken to remedy this defect ? 

Mr. Davies: Owing to the increased cost of books the annual 
pre gtant from voted moneys for this purpose does not go so far 
La as before the War. The Prison Commissioners are, however, 

negotiating with the Stationery Office for certain books surplus 
own, to Army educational requirements, a portion of which they 
aty's hope to obtain on special terms ; and they have been so fortunate 
: 48 to obtain a single grant of £1,000 from the Carnegie Trustees 
very to be spent on books for adult education. They also gratefully 
acknowledge some valuable gifts of books from other sources. 


rest 
ed, —_~ -——- —— 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 

Mr. Sexton (St. Helen’s) asked the Under-Secretary of State 
ney- t the Home Department whether he intends at as early a 
ine date as possible to introduce a Bill having for its object ‘the 
half vodification of the law of compensation for injury to workmen, 
and accordance with the promise of his predecessor, in view of the 


‘vonfusion existing owing to several Acts of Parliament dealing 
‘with this question ? 
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Mr. Davies: I appreciate the importance,of securing the 
consolidation of the Workmen’s Compensation Acts, and the 
promise given by the late Home Secretary will be carried out 
as soon as practicable. I cannot, however, say at present when 
it will be possible to introduce the necessary Bill. 


APPEALS TO QUARTER SESSIONS 
(RECOGNISANCES). 


Lieut.-Colonel MEYLER (Blackpool) asked the Under-Secretary 
of State for the Home Department whether he is aware that a 
person convicted by a court of summary jurisdiction who has a 
right to appeal from such conviction to a Court of Quarter 
Sessions is required to enter into a recognisance, with or without 
a surety or sureties, in a sum up to £80 before he can proceed 
with such appeal; and whether, seeing that this precludes many 
poor persons from exercising their right of appeal, he will take 
steps to remedy this hardship ? 

Mr. DAvigEs: I recognise that the obligation to give security 
for the costs of an appeal before the appeal can be entered must 
often have the effect of preventing persons who have been 
convicted at Petty Sessions from appealing to Quarter Sessions, 
but I am advised that to abolish this requirement of the law 
would be likely to lead to graver evil than the present law 
involves. (21st February.) 


MILK AND DAIRIES (CONSOLIDATION) ACT. 


Sir R. AsKE (Newcastle-on-Tyne, East) asked the Minister of 
Health whether, in view of the urgent representations made by 
the City Council of Newcastle-upon-Tyne and other great 
municipalities, the Government proposes to introduce a Measure 
at an early date to repeal the Milk and Dairies (Amendment) 
Act, 1922, and to bring into force without delay the Milk and 
Dairies (Consolidation) Act, 1915 ? 

Mr. WHEATLEY: The question of milk legislation will receive 
my careful consideration, but I cannot hold out any hope that 
it will be possible to deal with the matter in the present Session. 


COMBINES. 

Mr. C. WILSON (Sheffield, Attercliffe) asked the Prime Minister 
whether his attention has been called to the Combines Investiga- 
tion Act introduced into the Canadian Parliament in June, 1923, 
providing for the investigation into combines alleged to be 
operating against the public interest ; and whether the Govern- 
ment propose to introduce similar legislation into this country ? 

Mr. ALEXANDER: I have been asked: to reply. The answer 
to the first part of the question is in the affirmative ; as regards 
the second part, I am not at present in a position to make any 
statement. 


LAND VALUATION DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. EpMUND HARVEY (Dewsbury) asked the Prime Minister 
whether the Government will make provision for the re-establish- 
ment of the work of the Land Valuation Department, with a 
view to completing the land register at the earliest practicable 
date ? 

Mr. ATHOLL ROBERTSON asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
if he can see his way to re-establishing the Land Valuation 
Department at an early date ? 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY TO THE TREASURY (Mr. William 
Graham): I assume that the hon. Members have in mind the 
statutory provisions repealed by section 38 of the Finance Act 
of last year, under which particulars of sales and of certain leases 
of land were required to be delivered to the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue. The repeal of those provisions, while it has 
deprived the Valuation Office of the Inland Revenue of a valuable 
source of information, has not limited the activities nor seriously 
impaired the efficiency of the Office, the work of which consists 
of making valuations of land and buildings for various Revenue 
purposes, and of making valuations and carrying out transactions 
in land on behalf of various Government Departments and of 
other bodies where Exchequer funds are involved. The re-intro- 
duction of an obligation to present particulars of sales and 
leases would neither authorise the making, nor provide the 
necessary material for the completion, of a comprehensive land 
register. At the same time my right hon. Friend fully recognises 
the importance of the issues underlying this question and will 
make it his business to examine them in due course, 

Captain W. BENN: May we take it that the Budget of this 
year will re-enact the sections which were repealed in the Budget 
of last year ? 

Mr. GRAHAM: My hon. and gallant Friend knows very well 
that I dare not anticipate the Budget statement. 
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JUVENILE COURTS. 


Mr. TURNER-SAMUELS (Barnard Castle) asked the Under- 
Secretary of State for the Home Department whether the Home 
Secretary is prepared to introduce a reform into the present 
character of the courts dealing with offences by children whereby 
the hearing of such cases may be held elsewhere than in a police 
court, and so that the presence of uniformed officers may be 
dispensed with ? 

Mr. Davies: The Children Act, 1908, directs that a Court of 
Summary Jurisdiction when hearing charges against young 
persons under sixteen (unless the young persons are charged 
jointly with adults) shall sit in a different building or room from 
that in which the ordinary sittings of the Court are held or on 
different days or at different times from those at which the 
ordinary sittings are held. In many places the Juvenile Courts 
are held in separate buildings, but I do not think it would be 
= or desirable to make such a requirement compulsory. 

n London under the special provisions of the Juvenile Courts 
(Metropolis) Act, 1920, most of the Juvenile Courts are held 
elsewhere than in the Police Court ; but where a suitable building 
is not available the Juvenile Court is held in a separate room at 
the Police Court. A great advance has been made in recent 
years in the methods of dealing with juvenile offenders, and I 
lieve that, generally speaking, magistrates endeavour to make 
the proceedings as little like those of a Police Court as possible. 


STAG HUNTING. 

Mr. MIDDLETON (Carlisle) asked the Under-Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is prepared to introduce 
legislation to make illegal the hunting of tame or carted stags ? 

Mr. Davies: In present circumstances it would be impossible 
for the Government to find time to take this matter up, but I 
would be glad to see a private Member’s Bill introdu with a 
view to getting an expression of the feeling of the House on the 
subject. (25th February.) 


COMPANIES ACT. 


Mr. Foot (Bodmin) asked the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, seeing that the Board was advised in the year 1909 
that a company can comply with Section 26 (3) of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, by filing the same statement in the 
form of a balance sheet year after year, and that the then President 
of the Board in 1919 admitted that it was a serious blemish in 
the law which, with several other points, would require attention 
at an early date, he will say whether the Board now proposes to 
introduce a Bill dealing with these matters ? 

Mr. WEBB: The matter to which the hon. Member has drawn 
attention has been noted for consideration in the event of legisla- 
tion being introduced to amend the Companies Acts, but it will 
not be possible to introduce such legislation at present. 


BANK AMALGAMATIONS. 


Mr. Finney (Hexham) asked the President of the Board of 
Trade if, in view of the virtual monopoly in banking exercised in 
the United Kingdom principally by the big five banks, concurrent 
with the complaint of the commercial community of the limitation 
of credit facilities operating to the disadvantage of our trade and 
commerce and of employment, he will appoint an expert com- 
mittee to inquire into the subject, one term of reference of which 
shall be how best to restore competition in this national service ? 

Mr. SNOWDEN : The question of bank amalgamations was fully 
investigated by a Committee in 1918 which paid particular 
attention to the dangers feared by the hon. Member, and I do 
not think any useful p would be achieved by a further 
Committee. Any pro for amalgamation is now submitted to 
the Treasury cal the of Trade, who take the advice of an 
advisory Committee. I may add that further amalgamation of 
the larger banks would not be likely to be viewed with favour. 

(26th February.) 


Bills Presented. 


Trade Facilities Bill—‘ to amend the Trade Facilities Acts. 
1921 and 1922; to authorise the Treasury to contribute towards 
the interest payable on certain loans, the application of which 
is calculated to promote employment in the United Kingdom ; 
to extend the periods during which guarantees may respectively 
be given and remain in force under the Overseas Trade Acts, 
1920 to 1922; and to amend Section three of the Trade Facilities 
and Loans Guarantee Act, 1922 (Session 2)”: The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. [Bill 46.) 

Education (Employment of Young Persons) Bill—“ to amend 
mee Act, 1921": Lord Henry Cavendish-Bentinck. 
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Marriage (Prohibited Degrees of Relationship) Bij 
amend the Law relating to the marriage of persons with ¢ 
nephew or niece by marriage”: Mr. Rendall. [Bil] 


(20th February, 
Movable Dwellings Bill—‘‘ to provide for the 
Movable Dwellings” : Major Wheler. 


[Bill 47.] 
(21st February, 

War Charges (Validity) Bill—‘‘ to make valid certain ¢ 
imposed and levies made during the late War”: Mr. Wy 
[Bill 48.) (22nd February) 

Illegitimacy Bill—‘ to consolidate, extend, and amend 
ments relating to Bastardy and to Affiliation and certain 
Orders, and to provide for the legitimation of illegitimate p 
by the marriage of their parents, and to amend the Law rm 
to the rate of legacy duty and succession duty in the ¢ 
illegitimate persons, and otherwise to make further provision 
respect to illegitimacy and illegitimate persons and their p 
and with respect to certain maternity cases; and for pur ' 
connected with the matters aforesaid ’’: Mr. Wignall. [Bi 
(25th February) 

Regulation of Railways Bill—‘‘ to amend the Railways Reg 
tion Acts, 1840 to 1893, and for other purposes relating the: 
Mr. Middleton, on leave given. [Bill 51.] 

The Bill is a three-Clause Bill, having for its main object 
provision of sleeping accommodation for third-class ps ssengety 
all cases where such accoramodation is available for first-cl 
passengers. Another provision is to provide automatic locks 
doors of express trains, and the third provision is to make evyg 
penne ticket issued for a journey within Great Britain availa} 

or use at any time. (26th February, 


The adj 


Bill Refused. 
Mr. Becker moved :— 

** That leave be given to bring in a Bill to extend the 
during which tobacco may be sold, and to regulate 
assistants’ hours of work.” 

(20th February.) 


Leave refused. 
Bills under Consideration. 


20th February. Diseases of Animals Bill. On the motion 
the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Noel Buxton), read a Second 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House. 

22nd_ Feb Rent Restrictions Bill. Mr. 
Gardner. Ame ent for rejection (Lieut.-Colonel Frem 
rejected by 248 to 101, and Bill read a Second time and comr 
to a Standing Committee. 

25th February. Diseases of Animals Bill. Considered i | 
Committee and reported without amendment. 


. 
Den 


Resolution. 
26th February. Mr. Briant moved :— 
“That this House regards the action of the Minister d 
Health in cancelling the Poplar Order, and in remitting ay 
surcharge that might be made under it, as calculated & 


| 


encourage illegality and extravagance, and urges that the 

remedy for the difficulties of necessitous areas is to be founda 

the reform of London government and of the Poor Law system 

After debate, motion for closure (Sir W. Joynson-Hich) 
rejected by 295 to 228. Debate adjourned. 


New Orders. 


Ministry of Health. 

The Ministry of Health make the following announcement 

The Government have considered the position in U) 
the public health services (maternity and child welfare, t 
culosis, venereal diseases, welfare of the blind and port sanitatiol) 
which are directly aided by grants from the Exchequer, ail 
have decided that the time has arrived for removing the pr 
restrictions on grants for the development of these 
The Minister has accordingly issued a circular to Local Authorities 
informing them that he will be prepared, with the apf 
of Parliament, to make — on the prescribed basis for 
further development of t schemes as is considered ad 
by the Authorities and is within their existing powers, sv 
to the ordinary process of approval*of particular propo 
by the Ministry. 

inistry of Health, 

Whitehall, 8.W.1, 
8th February, 1924. 


Mr. Bertram de Quincey Quincey, of ¥Yort Cottage, Aldeburg 
Suffolk, solicitor, who died on 24th January, left a fortune ® 
£60,084, with net personalty £53,042. He gives £100 each 
Edward James Kimber Lewis William Gill, clerks in } i 
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Societies. 
The Law Society. 


AUDIENCE OF SOLICITORS. 
The adjourned general meeting of the Law Society was held 
the Hall, Chancery Lane, on_ Friday, the 22nd ult.,: the 
President (Mr. Robert William Dibdin, London), taking the 
ir. The following members of the Council were among those 
esent:—Mr. Charles Edward Barry (Bristol), Mr. Harry 
Blaker (Henley-on-Thames), The Rt. Hon. Sir William 
9s Bull, Bart., M.P., Mr. Ernest Edward Bird, Mr. Thomas 
Bischoff, Mr. Lewin Bampfield Carslake, Mr. George 
Charlesworth (Manchester), Mr. Alfred Henry Coley 
Birmingham), Mr. Weeden Dawes, Mr. Hubert Arthur Dowson 
Nottingham), Mr. Finlay Dunn (Liverpool), Mr. Richard Farmer 
Shester), Mr. Walter Henry Foster, Mr. William Waymouth 
Gibson, B.A., LL.M. (Newcastle-upon-Tyne), Sir John Roger 
Burrow Gregory, Mr. Leonard William North Hickley, Mr. Arthur 
Murray Ingledew (Cardiff), Sir Charles Elton Longmore, K.C.B., 
/.D. (Hertford), Mr. Charles Mackintosh, LL.D., The Rt. Hon. 
sir Donald Maclean, K.B.E., Mr. Philip Hubert Martineau, B.A., 
. Charles Gibbons May, Lieut.-Col. Samuel Tomkins Maynard, 
\D. (Brighton), Sir Charles Henry Morton (Liverpool), Mr. 
Chancellor Nesbitt, M.P., Sir Arthur Copson Peake, LL.D. 
eds), Mr. Kenrick Eyton Peck (Devonport), Mr. Reginald 
ard Edward Lane Poole, B.A., Mr. George Stanley Pott, 
r, Harry Goring Pritchard, Mr. George William Rowe, Mr. 
Samuel Saw, Mr. Herbert Harger Scott, LL.B. (Gloucester), 
Mr. Charles Scriven, LL.B., O.B.E. (Leeds), Mr. Francis Edward 
James Smith, M.A., Mr. Robert Mills Welsford, M.A., LL.B., 
Mr. Benjamin Arthur Wightman, M.A., LL.M. (Sheffield), and 
Mr, E. R. Cook (Secretary), and Mr. H. E. Jones (Assistant 


Secretary ). 

The meeting had been adjourned for the purpose of receiving 
the report of the poll on the following resolution, which was moved 
by Mr. James Dodd (London), and seconded by Mr. S. S. Seal 
(London), at the general meeting, on 25th January, when it was 
negatived, thirty-two votes being given in its favour and fifty- 
eight against, and Mr. Dodd thereupon demanded a poll: *“ t 
it is to the public interest that solicitors should have audience 
in all courts co-equal with barristers, and that the Council be 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary in order to secure 
this reform.”’ 

The PRESIDENT said that his only duty was to read the 

report of the scrutineers, which was as follows :— 

Report of the Scrutineers, to be presented at the adjourned General 

Meeting of the Society on February 22nd, 1924, on the Poll 

which has been taken upon the question referred to in the annexed 

Voting Paper. 

We, the undersigned, the Scrutineers duly appointed to take 
the aforesaid Poll, beg to report as follows :— 

The Secretary handed to us on Tuesday, February 19th, 
1924, the boxes containing the voting papers, which he informed 
us had been placed in them as they were delivered. The voting 
> were opened and examined by us. 

e Schedule hereto appended contains a statement of the 
total number of voting papers received, and the number 
rejected, and the grounds of such rejection. @ 

There were 1,642 votes given in favour of the motion, and 
4,582 votes given against the motion. Accordingly we submit 
that the motion is lost by a majority of 2,940 votes. 

The voting papers have been replaced by us in the boxes, 
closed up under our seal, and handed to the Secretary. 


THE SCHEDULE. 
Referred to in the annexed Report. 
The total number of voting papers received was 6,271, of 
which 47 were rejected on the following grounds :-— 
(a) Spoilt a ea “ nt 4 
(b) Received after the proper date .. 48 
47 


7 total number of accepted papers was 6,224 ; ofthese there 


1,642 
4,582 


6,224 


C. W. Cross (Chairman). 
EDWARD BELL. 

ALFRED L. CARPENTER. 
Cuas. A. HOPKINSON. 
Henry W. D. Kniant. 


Votes in favour 
Votes against 


(Signed) 


Society’s Hall, 
Lane, W.C.2, 
19th February, 1924. 
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He was sorry to have to say one thing more, which was that in 
the Daily Telegraph of the previous day a report of these figures 
had been published. How it got into the Daily Telegraph it 
was impossible to say, but it vg ey to him that it was exceed- 
ingly improper, whoever sent it there, and something that should 
not have taken place at all. (Hear, hear). He thought the 
members of the Society would entirely agree with that, and that 
such a thing ought never to occur . Before he sat down, 
he was sure he interpreted the feelings of all present in thanking 
the scrutineers very much for the trouble 4 Bey taken in 
counting the votes and making the scrutiny. It taken them 
a long time, and had been really a harassing piece of work. 
oe me hig the meeting would like to thank them for what they 

one. 

Mr. C. W. Cross (Chairman of Scrutineers) returned thanks on 
behalf of the scrutineers. He said that, of course, the scrutineers 
were not in any way responsible for the disclosure of the figures, 
of which the President had spoken. They had been most careful 
to see that they should not be mentioned. It was only fair that 
he should say this as the figures had got into the newspaper. 

The PRESIDENT said it was very reassuring to hear this. The 
Council did not for a moment suppose that they would have made 
the figures known. 


The Law Society’s Gazette for February contains the following 
matters relating to the proceedings of the Council :— 

Proceedings by and against the Crown.—A letter was read from 
the Lord Chancellor’s Secretary, dated 20th December, 1923, 
stating that the then Lord Chancellor, Viscount Cave, would 
take this matter into his careful consideration, but that it did 
not appear to him possible that he should himself introduce a 
Bill upon the subject while the deliberations of the Committee 
presided over by the Lord Chief Justice were still proceeding, 
and that Lord Cave had directed him to forward to the Lord 
Chief Justice, the Master of the Rolls, and the Attorney-General 
a copy of the Council’s representations and urging that the matter 
should be proceeded with. 

Debenture-holder’s Action: Fee on Master's Certificate-——A 
letter having been addressed to the Lord Chancellor, drawing 
attention to the hardship involved under the existing practice 
of requiring a plaintiff to find the Court fee payable on taking 
up the Master’s certificate in a debenture-holder’s action before 
the sale of the property, and suggesting that the rule should be 
revised so as to provide that the fee should a only out 
of the proceeds of sale, a reply was now from the Lord 
Chancellor, stating that the fee order was at present under 
consideration, and that the suggestion made by the Council 
would receive consideration in connection with any revision 
which might be deemed necessary. 

Innacy Taxing Office——Representations having been made 
to the Council with regard to delays in the Lunacy Taxing Office, 
a reply was read, and laid on the table, from the Lord Chancellor’s 
Secretary, stating that the matter had been engaging the attention 
of Master Hildyard and himself for some time and that steps 
were being taken to deal with it. Sir Claud Schuster stated that 
he would be glad to be informed if these steps did not prove to be 
sufficient for the ) ne ony 

Extraordi ember of the Council_—On the nomination of 
the Inco: Law Society of Liverpool, Mr. Finlay Dun, 
of 14, Cook-street, Liv , Was appointed as an e i 
member of the Council, in place of Mr. W. A. Weightman, 
resigned, for the residue of the term for which Mr. Weightman 
had been elected. 


The Birmingham Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the Report of the Committee 
for the year ended 31st December, 1923 :— 

3 and peng Fem ges ne after the last’ Annual 
Meeting Mr. Charles Ekin was elec President, Mr. Joseph 
James was elected Vice-President, and Mr. Wilfrid C. Matthews 
was re-elected Honorary Secretary and Treasurer. At the 
last Annual Meeting there were eight vacancies on your Com- 
mittee, and the foll tlemen were elected: Messrs. T. 
Cooksey, W. A. Gibb, J. James, A. L. Lowe, F. H. Pepper, 
S. Smith, G. Tyndall, and F. H. C. Wiltshire. 

Members.—The membership of the Society shews an increase 
of fourteen over last year. hree members have resigned, five 
have died, two have ceased membership under Article 11 of 
the Articles of Association, and twenty-four new members have 
been elected ; the number on the register on the 3lst December, 
1928, being 388. Mr. A. H. Coley has continued to re the 
Society as an ordinary member, and Mr. R. A. has 
continued to represent the Society as an extraordinary member, 
on the Council of The Law Society. Your Committee report with 
regret the death of the follo members : onal (Wellin 
Ansell, John Barham Carslake, John Nicholds Cotterell (W: 
Robert Davenport, and John Walford Simcox. The list includes. 
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the names of four of the oldest members of the Society. Mr. Ansell 


had been a member since 1866, and served on the Committee for | 


over thirty years, being President from 1899 to 1901 ; Mr. Carslake 
ad been a member since 1874, and served on the Committee for 
fifteen years, being President from 1903 to 1906; Mr. Robert 
Davenport was elected a member in 1870, and Mr. J. W. Simcox 
in 1873. The deaths have also occurred of Mr. G. A. Ashmall 
(Lichfield) and Mr. Stephen Gateley, who were members of the 
Society for many years prior to their retirement from practice. 
Medals and Horton. Prize.—The Gold Medal has been awarded 
for last year to Mr. R. A. Lynex (articled to Mr. E. R. Bickley) 
who was bracketed first in order of merit at the Final Examina- 
tion in March last year, and was also awarded by The Law Society 
the ‘‘ Clements Inn”’ Prize. The award of this medal will carry 
with it the Horton Prize of books to the value of the dividends 
on this fund for last year, amounting to £5 8s. The Bronze 
Medal has not been awarded for last year. The only other student 
articled to a member of the Society who obtained Honours last 
year was Mr. S. W. Dewes (articled to Mr. J. H. Dewes, Tam- 


worth), who was placed in the Third Class at the Examination | 


in June, and as a recognition of this your Committee have awarded 
him a prize of books to the value of £2 2s. 
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Conditions of Sale.—The sale of the Society’s Common Form ; 


Conditions of Sale shews an increase, 20,334 copies having been 
sold, as compared with 19,478 copies in 1922. Your Committee 
have during the year received from various members suggestions 
for the amendment of the Conditions in certain details. They 
have, however, deferred the consideration of these amendments 
until the Law of Property Act, 1922, comes into operation, when 
they propese to revise the Conditions in the light of the working 
of that Act. 

Poor Man’s Lawyer Association, Birmingham.—Your Com- 
mittee would again call the attention of the members to the work 
of this Association which gives free legal advice to persons too 
poor to pay for it, and supplements the work carried out under 
the Poor Persons’ Rules, and members are again reminded of its 
need for increased support. The Hon. Secretary is Mr. F. C. 
Minshull, the Council House, Birmingham, who will be very glad 
to hear from any member who is willing to assist. The Society’s 
representatives on the Committee of the Association are Messrs. 
E. R. Bickley, J. B. Hargreave, J. L. Simcox and Gardner Tyndall. 

Legal Education.—A copy of the report of the Board of Legal 
Studies for the year ending 3lst August last will be found in 
Appendix B. The report gives in detail the steps taken by the 
Board for setting up a Law School in association with the 
University of Birmingham. The effect of the arrangement is 
that a Department of Legal Studies has been created within the 
University, which has been recognised by the Law Society as an 
Approved School, and is already attracting pupils from a wide 
area. In connection with the Department an Advisory Board 
has been established, upon which the Birmingham Law Society 
has five members and The Law Society one member. By this 
means your Committee is kept in close touch with the working 
of the Department. Mr. W. H. Barber, a solicitor, and formerly 
a member of this Society, has generously given the sum of £20,000 
to the University of Birmingham for the endowment of a Chair 
of Law. 

Your Committee are glad to know that the Council of the 
University are taking active steps to appoint a Professor of Law, 
who will probably take up his duties in September next. It is 
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preponderance of opinion in favour of the principle of ing 











charges, but considerable difference of opinion as to detail, | 
additional suggestions made by the Associated Societies 


ee 









now been referred to the Joint Committee for further considep 


and report. 
APPENDIX B. 


BIRMINGHAM BoaARD OF LEGAL STUDIES. 
REPORT OF THE BOARD FOR THE YEAR ENDED 3\stT Ang 
923. 





* * * * * * 


The functions of the Board have undergone considep 
modification through the passing of the Solicitors’ Act, 
referred to in the Report last year. It will be remembered ¢ 
this Act provides that before taking the Final Examiy 
Articled Clerks are required to attend for one year a courge 
legal education at a Law School provided or approved by] 
Law Society. The regulations issued by The Law Society, 
to attendance of Articled Clerks at an approved Law Se 
were in the following terms :— 

(1) The attendance (which must be at Lectures or G 
on Law and not on Trust Accounts or Book-keeping) can ¢ 
be effected at a Law School provided or approved by ¢ 
Society. <A list of such Schools is appended. It is gy 
to variation and addition from time to time by the Society, 

(2) The attendance may be before, during, or after gery 
under articles, but must be completed before admission 
the Final Examination. It need not be continuous; 
attendance of less than one term of six weeks at the 
School cannot be counted in calculating the year’s atteng 

(3) The curriculum on which the attendance is made 
include Lectures and Classes of not less than four hours a 
during at least eighteen weeks, of not less than three } 
a week during at least twenty-four weeks, or of not less { 
two hours a week during at least thirty-six weeks. 

(4) Every person articled after the 3lst December 19% 
who presents himself for admission to the Society’s 
Examination, must, not less than fourteen days before ¢ 
expiration of his notice of entry to such examination, 1 
he is exempted from the provisions of the section, present 
certificate or certificates, signed by a responsible author 
of the Law School or Schools at which his attendance hast 
place, to the effect that he has satisfactorily completed ¢ 
attendance required by the regulations of the Society. — 
The Board adopted the view that the new Law School s 

offer facilities for Legal Education in the widest sense, and 
studying the matter they decided that their object would 
be attained in association with the University of Birmingham, 
_They accordingly decided to approach the University with 
view to securing their co-operation. A conference took place 
July last between the Chairman and representatives of the Boal! 
on the one hand and the Principal and members of the Co 
of the University on the other hand, at which the proposal 
set up a Department of Legal Studies in connection with 
University was discussed. As the result of the discussion 


| memorandum was drawn up, upon the basis of which the 


believed that the present Reader and Lecturer will be continued | 


in their offices, and your Committee hope that when the contem- 
plated arrangements are completed, facilities for the study of law, 
which have been long desired, will be available, and that at no 
distant date students will be able to obtain a Degree in Law at 
the University of Birmingham. 

Solicitors’ Remuneration.—In March last, The Law Society 
informed your Committee that the Council was taking into 
consideration the advisability of applying for a variation and 
amendment of the Orders and Scales of Remuneration made 


Department has been brought into being and has been recog 
as an Approved School by The Law Society. 

The staff of the Department consists of a Director of 
Studies, a Reader in Law, and a Lecturer. An Advisory I 
has also been set up, consisting of four members of the Co 
of the University, five members of the Committee of # 
Birmingham Law Society, and one representative nomi j 


| The Law Society. The following is the composition of the o 


Advisory Board :— 
Representatives of the University: Mr. C. Grant Robe 


| M.A,, C.V.O., Principal; Sir William Ashley, M.A., Vice-Prit 


under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, and asked for the | 


views of the Society. Your Committee had before them a 
memorandum prepared by the Liverpool Society, embodying 
various alterations and amendments to the existing ad valorem 
scales, and advocating the extension of ad valorem scale charges 
to matters which are not at present included in any such Scale. 
In submitting their views to The Law Society, your Committee 
referred to certain items now covered by scale fee, for which they 
considered an increased scale of remuneration was justified. 
They were not, however, in favour of extending the principle of 
the seale fee to matters now covered by the second schedule to 
the Order. The replies received from the Provincial Societies 
were subsequently considered by the Joint Committee of The 
Law Society and the Provincial Societies, and the report and 
recommendations of the Joint Committee were referred by the 
Council of The Law Society to the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies. At the meeting of the Associated Societies called to 


| Mr. C. Raymond Beazley, 


D.Litt., Professor of History, 
Mr. Frank Tillyard, M.A., Professor of Commercial Law. 
Representatives of the Birmingham Law Society: Mr. A 
Coley; Mr. C. Ekin; Mr. E. Evershed; Mr. C. H. Sau 
Mr. W. C. Mathews (Hon. Secretary for the time being). 
Representative of The Law Society: Mr. R. A. Pinsent. 
The annual grant from The Law Society has been fixed in 
first instance at £600. The Board are of opinion that the grath 
together with the contribution to be paid from the Unive 


| funds, and the fees to be paid by students under the 


approved by the Advisory Board and @dopted by the Universi 
authorities, will be sufficient for the immediate needs of 
School, 

The Book-keeping Class is at present excluded from 
operation of the scheme, and will be conducted by the 
through their own Lecturer as in the past. 

Publicity has been given to the Classes by sending each 
a circular and syllabus to every solicitor in the Midland D 


| to the local Bar, and to the ordinary (or student) membh 


consider the report of the Joint Committee, there was a marked | the Birmingham Law Students’ Society. 
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“The Law Society has also continued to supply the Board with 
sapies of the “‘Quarterly Bulletin of Recent Changes in the Law,” 
by them, and these have been distributed amongst all 
students attending the Classes. 
A copy of the income and expenditure account for the year 
ended 3ist August, 1923, is annexed to this report. 


Birmingham, 
3lst al 1923. 
. INCOME AND EXPENDITURE ACCOUNT FOR THE YEAR ENDED 
3lst AuausT, 1923. 
Dr. Expenditure. Income. Cr. 


:: a s. d. 
To Readers’ Stipends 242 0 By Students’ Fees 160 19 0 
» Clerk’s Salary .. 15 0 = «,, Grant from the 
» Rentof Room.. 35 0 Law Society 250 0 0 
» Printing, Sta- 
tionery, Post- 


dries 


come over Ex- 
penditure for the 
year ended 31st 
August, 1923 .. 105 10 11 


£410 19 0 £410 19 0 


Hastings and District Law Society. 


The Annual General Meeting was held in the Library on the 
14th February, when a large number of members were present, 
Mr. Walter Dawes, of Rye, the President for 1923, being in the 
chair. 

The report and accounts for the past year were presented and 

ved. The Society is in a flourishing condition, with 
fifty-four members and a number of honorary members, and a 
balance of cash in hand. The new premises for which a lease 
of fourteen years has been secured, are giving satisfaction. 

Mr. Wm. Carless, J.P., the Registrar of the County Court, and 
Clerk of the Peace, was unanimously elected President for 1924, 
with Dr. Menneer as hon. treasurer, and Mr. R. H. Gaby as 
secretary. Messrs. Harding, Langdon, and E. H. Langham were 
dected members of the committee in the place of those who 
tetired by rotation. 

A vote of thanks to the retiring President for his work during 
the year and to the officers and the Committee was passed. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting was held in the Middle Temple Common Room, 
on Monday, the 25th ult., 1924, Mr. B. A. Elliman in the chair. 

Mr. C. P. Blackwell moved: ‘‘ That this House expresses 
regret at a autocratic methods and tendencies of Government 

ents.”’ 

Mr, J. W. Morris opposed. 

There also spoke: Messrs. J. H. G. Buller, L. F. Stemp, 
J. Horniman, J. E. Harper, N. Tebbutt, G. B. Burke, and the 
Hon. Proposer replied. 

The motion was carried by four votes. 


The Bar Council. 


The following officers and additional members have been 
weeinted by the General Council of the Bar: Chairman, Mr. 
- R. Hughes, K.C.; Vice-chairman, Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, 
K.C., M.P.; Treasurer, Mr. J. F. W. Galbraith, K.C., M.P. 
al members, Sir Lynden L. Macassey, K.C.; Mr. R. E. L. 
Vaughan Williams, K.C.; the Hon. Sir M. M. MacNaghten, 
K.C., M.P.; Mr. R. F. Bayford, K.C.;. Sir Arthur Underhill ; 
Mr. St. John G. Micklethwait. 








The Statutes. 


. His Majesty’s Stationery Office, Imperial House, Kingsway, 

0.2, has just published The Chronological Table and Index 
of the Statutes. Thirty-ninth Edition, to the end of the Session 
4 and 14th Geo. V, covering all Legislation to 31st December, 


Vol. I.—Chronological Table of all the Statutes, roy. 8vo, 
cloth, PF xi+708. 1924. £1 1s. Post free £1 Is. 6d. 
Vol. 11.—Index to the Statutes in Force, roy. 8vo, cloth 
Pp. iv+1737. 1924. £2 17s. 6d. Post free £2 18s, 3d. 
two volumes £3 18s. 6d. Post free £3 19s. 3d. 














THE TEMPLE BAR 
RESTAURANT © 


(Immediately opposite the Law Courts) 
provides an excellent lunch well and quickly served 
at a very moderate price. English food and English 
cooking have made its reputation. Accommodation 
is available for evening functions. The restaurant 
is fully licensed. Tel. : City, 7574. 
Proprietors: TRUST HOUSES LTD. 




















A Bad Time for the Family Solicitor. 


By A BARRISTER. 


At the suggestion of a correspondent, we take the liberty of 
reprinting the following appreciative sketch from the Daily Mail 
of the 20th ult. : 

The family solicitor is having a bad time. The swift passing 
into other hands of the great estates, or their total or partial 
extinction through small sales, has seriously affected his business, 

It was in association with great estates that the term “‘ family 
solicitor ”’ first came to be employed. 

Truly he served these estates and their owners well. That 
in early days, in spite of the extravagances of owners and, later, 
of extinguishing taxation, so many great properties have survived 
so long is the result of the devoted efforts of generations of family 
oe in the interests of the properties and families they 

oved. 

They did a marvelious work, these old lawyers, economising 
and investing, when a thrifty owner made such a course possible, 
remonstrating, imploring, but raising a loan on the best terms 
possible for the spendthrift; through every change and 
vicissitude, watching, improving, if possible, at the worst, 
preserving the estate. 

* * * x * > 

No professional man has ever been so completely trusted as 
the English family solicitor. It is quite usual still for all the 
securities and title deeds belonging to an estate to be left un- 
examined from year to year in his strong-room. He is often 
the only person who knows anything at all about the exact 
financial position of the family—what sort of an allowance it 
is possible to give to the son in the Guards or to the daughter 
going to town for the season—and the head of the family himself 
takes his word as final on the proper limits of his yearly 
expenditure. 

Their clients’ complete ignorance of business in bygone days 
made it possible for any established firm of sclicitors to become 
rich if they wished to do so, practically without fear of detection ; 
yet the accounts, through the centuries, of most of the great 
English properties will bear the closest scrutiny of an up-to-date 
chartered accountant. . 

When an estate has passed into the hands of a rich merchant, 
he and his sons have been trained to affairs, and largely manage 
their own property. The employment of a solicitor is cut down 
to the finest point and restricted to difficult legal business only. 
Difficult legal business is not lucrative. 

The office of the Public Trustee, too, has cut heavily into the 
domain of the family solicitor. 

The family solicitor is ceasing to be the outstanding social and 
business figure of the last generation, and he generally controls 
a yearly diminishing business. It is sad that it should be so. 
He has been, and is, in almost every case an English gentleman, 
giving to his clients service that gold cannot remunerate, and 


‘to his country the life of a worthy, upright citizen. 





Mr. Ronald C. Orpen, 6, Drapers’-gardens, E.C.2, writing to 
The Times (the 21st ult.) says:—I should like to endorse 
Mr. Stenhouse’s comments on the treatment of jurors at the Old 
Bailey. I was summoned about a year ago and kept in attend- 
ance, on and off, for over three weeks, although my total actual 
jury service in that period amounted to not more than five or 
six hours. ‘The rest of the time we had to spent idling in Court, 
with little accommodation for our comfort and still less considera- 
tion for our respective occupations. Jury service is, after all, 
one of the duties of citizenship in peace time, and nobody can 
object to “ doing his bit,’ but until better treatment is meted 
out to jurors, the present antipathy to service will continue, and 
the consequent ‘‘ wangling *’ to avoid it. 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 


LIMITED. 
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ture Stock... sen os £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Porme of Proposal and full information can bs obtained at the Society's Office. 
G. H. MAYNE, Secretary. 
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Public Officers and Security of 


Tenure. 


The following statement as to the security of tenure of public 
officers has been made in a written answer by the Minister of 
Health to a question asked in Parliament by Sir HERBERT NIELD, 
K.C., on the 15th ult. :— 

The appointments of the following officers cannot be determined 
except with the consent of the Minister of Health : 

(1) County Medical Officers of Health (Section 68 (5) of the 
Housing, Town Planning, etc., Act, 1909) and the Medical Officers 
of Health and the Senior or Chief Sanitary Inspectors of the 
following authorities : 

(a) Metropolitan Borough Councils and the Port Sanitary 
Authority of London (Section 108 2) (b) of the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, and Section 7 (1) of the Public Health 
(Officers) Act, 1921). 

(6) Councils of non-County Boroughs, Urban Districts and 
Rural Districts, if ‘‘ whole-time ”’ officials (Section 1 (6) and 
Section 2 (1) (6) of the Public Health (Officers) Act, 1921), 
except cases in which the Council does not claim from the 
Exchequer Contribution Account the repayment of a moiety 
of the salary of the official. 

(c) Councils of County Boroughs, if ‘“‘ whele-time”’ officials 
and if Section 1 (a) or 2 (1) (a) of the Public Health (Officers) 
Act, 1921, applies to them. 

A list of these County Boroughs is given in a Circular of 
March, 1922, of which I will send the hon. Member a copy. 
Some medical officers of health and sanitary inspectors have 

reserved rights of tenure under Article IX of the Sanitary Officers 
(Outside London) Order, 1910, although that Order has now 
been revoked. 

(2) The following ee: of Poor Law authorities : 

(a) Clerks to , treasurers and chaplains (General 
Order (Consolidated) 24th ‘July, 1847). 

(6) Medical officers of institutions or districts (Medical 
Appointments Order, 25th May, 1857). 

(c) Masters, matrons, schoolmasters and schoolmistresses of 
institutions, and relieving officers (General Order (Amendment 
of Consolidated and other Orders) 12th February, 1879). 

(d) Superintendent nurses of institutions (Poor Law Institu- 
wy (Nursing) Order, 13th December, 1913). 

ae officers of infirmaries and other institutions under 

Special Regulations hold office with the same tenure as that 

iven to similar officers by the General Consolidated and other 
rders mentioned above. 

The appointment of the engineers or surveyors of road 
authorities can be determined only with the consent of the 
Minister of Transport, where the authority claims from State 
funds the repayment of a moiety of the salary of the official 
(Section 17 (a) of the Ministry of Transport Act, 1919). 








London University Site. 


We understand, says The Times, that a deputation from:the 
Senate of the University of London will wait upon the Treasury 
shortly with reference to the question of the housing of the 
University. 

The subject has been under the consideration recently of both 
the Senate and the authorities of King’s College, and counsel’s 

inion has been taken as to whether there is any contractual 

obligation on the part of the University to take “ the land behind 
the British Museum.” The opinion of counsel was in the 
ive. Representatives of King’s College will accompan '“ 


members of the Senate to the Treasury, and the question 
raised whether the University is not entitled. to take over 
additional accommodation at the Imperial Institute, in view of 
~ ae of the Colonial Office Committee on the Imperial 
nstitute 
The pegrant po position of affairs is that the Senate 
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site in Bloomsbury for the headquarters of the re gee and 
the view is held that, if any part of the Imperial Institute 5» 
found to be unn for other p the Univemiy 
should have the first claim to whatever is thus rendered available, 
It is urged that Treasury minutes indicate that it has 

been contemplated: by the Government that the University s 


have a prior claim u —_— any accommodation at South Kensington 


rial Institute. 
scheme must, in any e 
into millions sterling, ang 


coming. 


which is not required by the Im 
To proceed with the Blooms 

involve an enormous outlay, ru 

the money is not at present becthos 











Stock Exchange Prices of certain 
Trustee Securities. 























Bank Rate 4%. Next London Stock Exchange Settlement, 
Thursday, 6th March. 
MIDDLB 
Prog. | "team 
27th Feb, | Yi. 
| 
Government Seomeitien, £aa 
—_ > ° ee ar 564 | 4 86 
War Loan 1929-47 ee oe os 10°8 | 419 6 
War Loan 44% 1925-45 .. ee 964 4138 0 
War Loan 4 (Tax free) 1929-42 .. me 102 | 3 18 0 
War Loan 3 Ist March 1928 .. ee 954 | 318 0 
Funding 4% 1960-90 87% | 411 6 
Victory 4% Bonds (available at par tor 
Estate Duty) ee 91 |4 89 
Conversion rion 3 Loan 1961 or after oe 75 |4180 
1912orafter ..  .. 643 | 418 0 
India 5 15th January 1932 _—.... es 99% | 5 10 6 
an $ tau - ee 4 84 5 70 
ee ee ee ef 64 5 8 0 
Indie 352 cs os en 86S ee 
Colonial Securities. | 
British E. Africa 6% 1946-56 es ++ | 100}xd.| 5 9 6 
Jamaica 4} =. 1 ee ee ee 044 4150 
New South 1982-42 .. .. 98} |5 16 
New South Wales 4 Yasue - se 91 419 0 
B. Australi 34% oe ee oe 982 | 411 6 
1900-98 ee ee oe 833 4 890 
Fic 6% 1868 ee ee ee 101 419 0 
Hew Sekonda ¢ {e290 ea «6 oe 954 | 4 40 
Canada 3% 1 ° ° +e 824 | 318 0 
Cape of Good Hope 33% 1929-4 oe 803 479 
Corporation Stocks. 
Ldn. Cty. 24% — Stk. after 1920 at 
option of ee 53 4140 
Ldn. Oty. 3% Con. Stk. “after 1920 at 
option of Co: e 633 4110 
3% on on or after 1947 at option 
of Corpn. .. os ae ee 64 4 18 6 
Bristol 1925-65 ee 6a ae 75% | 4125 
Cardiff 34% 19386 .. we et ee 86 416 
Glasgow 1925-40 75 870 
Liv on or after 1942 at option 
of ee ee 754 413? 
Manc 8% on or after 1941. oe 644 (4130 
Rowse 2 eeeocmnnh ea ss 74 4 Le 
ottingham irredeema ee ee 64 4 
uth 3% -60 ee ee ee 69 47% 
Middloces 0.0. 834% 1927-47 see = 803 |4 79 
English Prior Charges. 
Gt. Western Rly. 4% Debenture .. ee 83 416 
Gt. Western Rly. 5% Rent Charge se 102 4 18 
Gt. Western Rly. 5 a ee 101 410 
L. North Eastern - 4% Debenture.. 812 | 418 
L. North Eastern Rly. 4 80xd.| 5 0 
L. North Eastern Riy. 4% 1st Preference 80 5 0 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4 benture és 82 4 17. 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Guaranteed . 81 4 18 
L. Mid. & Scot. Rly. 4% Preference ° 80 5 0 
Southern Railway 4 benture * 813 | 418 
Southern Railway 5% Guaranteed ee 101 419 
Southern Railway 5% Preference oe 004 | 5 0 
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Companies. 


Union of South Africa 5 per cent. Inscribed Stock 


1933-1943. 

It will be seen from the announcement on page v, that the 
Westminster Bank Limited, The National Bank of South Africa 
, and The Standard Bank of South Africa Limited, 
are instructed by the Government of the Union of South Africa 
to offer to the holders of £4,000,000 outstanding 4 per cent. 
Debentures, due Ist June, 1924, conversion, in whole or in part, 
into an equal amount of Union of South Africa 5 per cent. 
Inscribed Stock, 1933-1943. Holders of Debentures exercising 
their option to convert will receive a cash payment of £1 per cent. 
on Ist June, 1924, being the difference between the nominal 
amount of the Debentures maturing and the issue price of the 
new Stock, and a further payment on the same date of £1 10s. 

per cent. (less income tax), difference of interest. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Sheffield and District Law Students’ Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held in Law Library, Bank Street, 
Sheffield, on Tuesday, the 19th ult., with Mr. Philip Howe 
in the chair, a debate was held, the subject being as follows :— 

“A signed a proposal for an insurance policy and handed 
it to B, who was an agent of the insurance company. B, by 
representing that the proposal had been exposed to the rain 
and become blurred, got A to sign without reading another 
document, which was in fact a guarantee of B’s banking 
account. Can B be convicted of forgery ? ” 

Mr. H. Stone, supported by Mr. G. M. E. Barber, opened on 
behalf of the affirmative, and Mr. A. N. Schofield, supported by 
Mr. J. d’A. Burney, opened on behalf of the negative. On 
the debate being thrown open all members present participated 
in what proved to be a very interesting discussion. After 
the openers had replied, the Chairman summed up, and on the 
matter being put’ to the vote six voted for the affirmative, and 
eleven voted for the negative. 

The Annual Dinner of the Society will be held at the Royal 
Victoria Hotel, Sheffield, on 2lst March, when Mr. Justice 
Roche has promised to be present. 





Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the Society held at The Law Society’s Hall, 
on Tuesday, une 26th ult. (Chairman, Mr. J. F. Chadwick) 
the subject for debate was ‘“‘ That this House regrets the decision 
of the House of Lords in the case of St. Helen’s Colliery v. 
Hewitson, 1924, A.C. 39.” 

Mr. Herbert Shanly opened in the affirmative; Mr. A. R. 
Clarke-Williams secondea in the affirmative. Mr. J. G. Hall 
opened in the negative; Mr. D. H. Makey seconded in the 
negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. Noel 
Berridge, C. P. Blackwell, F. J. Cremlyn, J. Amphlett, V. R. 
Aronson, A. T. Denning, E. M. Fletcher, J. J. Davis, and C. W. M. 
Turner. The opener having replied, and the Chairman having 
summed up, the motion was lost by ten votes. 

There were twenty-six members and two visitors present. 








Obituary. 


Mr. Rowland Ticehurst. 


By the death of Mr. Rowland Ticehurst, which occurred on 
Monday last, at the age of eighty years, a member of the legal 
profession has been removed who took a considerable part in the 
Official and commercial business of Cheltenham for a long period 
arate. Mr. Ticehurst was educated at Cheltenham College, 

following the same profession as his father (Mr. R. J. 
urst) he became associated with him and his brother 
Frederick in the firm of Messrs. Ticehurst & Sons, which was 
‘successor to Messrs. Gwinnell & Ticehurst, formerly Messrs. 
Gwinnell & Newmarch. Mr. Rowland Ticehurst succeeded his 
father as Clerk to the Cheltenham Board of Guardians, an office 
from which he retired in March, 1910, as also from that of Clerk 
to the Cheltenham Rural Sanitary Authority to which he was 


 @ppointed under the Public Health Act of 1875, Four years later 


he relinquished the position of Superintendent Registrar of 
Births, Marriages and Deaths, which by him and his father had 


been held for over seventy years. For the larger part of his 
professional career Mr. Ticehurst had held the office of Steward 
of the Manor of Cheltenham, and regularly a at the spring 
and autumn court leet and court baron of The Right Hon. Sir 
James Tynte Agg-Gardner, M.P., Lord of the Manor. This office 
he gave up in 1922. Holding a considerable interest in the 
Cheltenham Gas Company, he was elected on its directorate in 
1891, and some twenty-five years ago he was appointed Chairman 
of the Board, a position he was holding at the time of his death. 
Mr. Ticehurst was also a director of the Cheltenham Original 
Brewery Company. He was keenly interested in fox-hunting 
and other sport, and for many years he was treasurer of the 
Cotswold Hunt. Mr. Ticehurst, whose wife had predeceased him 
several years ago, leaves a son and four married daughters. 





Mr. Frederick George Fitch. 


Mr. Frederick George Fitch, formerly senior member of the 
firm of Clapham, Fitch & Co., now Clapham, Fraser & Williams, 
of 15, Devonshire-square, E.C., died in London on the 17th ult., 
in his eighty-second year. Mr. Fitch was admitted in 1864, and 
in 1869 joined Mr. A. H. Clapham in partnership at 181, Bishops- 
gate-street Within, under the style of Clapham & Fitch. In 1890 
the firm removed to 15, Devonshire-square, and in 1910 Mr. Fitch 
retired from the firm, but continued to take out a certificate to 
the time of his death. Mr. Fitch was a Justice of the Peace for 
the County of Middlesex. 





The calendar for the February session of the Central Criminal 
Court contains the names of eighty-nine persons. The session 
was opened on Tuesday by the Lord Mayor, who was ac i 
by the Recorder of London (Sir Ernest Wild, K.C.), Alderman Sir 
Alfred Bower, Mr. Sheriff T. M. Dron, Mr. Sheriff R. C. Sennett, 
and Mr. Under-Sheriff C. F. J. Jennings. Mr. Justice Shearman 
will begin the trial of cases in the Judge’s list on Thursday. 
In charging the Grand Jury, the Recorder expressed gratification 
at the fact that thé number of crimes of violence was rather less 
than usual. There had, he said, been a great recrudescence, 
mainly since the war, of crimes of violence, and added that there 
was no sort of crime more perilous to the community and to 
government than offences committed with pistols, knives, 
and razors. 
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Legal News. 


Business Announcement. 


Messrs. SOLE, TURNER & KNIGHT, and Messrs. CHAS. SAWBRIDGE 
and Son, both of 68, Aldermanbury, London, E.C.2 (whose 
practices were amalgamated in June, 1920), announce that in 
future their practice will be carried on under the style of “ Sole, 
Sawbridge & Co.’’ They further announce that as from the 
ist January, 1924, they have taken into partnership Mr. A. W. M. 
Colson, who has been associated with them for some years past. 





General. 


Major William Elam, H.A.C., of Belsize Park, Hampstead, 
N.W., and formerly of Cheapside, E.C., solicitor, who died on 
30th December, aged seventy-four, has left £58,698, with net 
personalty £53,762. The testator left £50 to the Foundling 
Hospital, ‘‘ the Chapel of which Institution I have attended for 
very many years.”’ 


Colonel Thomas Gee, Ist Liverpool Artillery, of Hafodunos, 
Denbigh, and formerly of North John-street, Liverpool, solicitor, 
who died on 5th December, 1923, aged seventy-six, son of the late 
Thomas Gee, the founder of the Denbigh Free Press and other 
publications, has left estate of the gross value of £40,599, with 
net personalty £34,860. The testator left £250 to his managing 
clerk, D. H. Williams. 


‘The wanton driving of cars is one of the present-day pests, 
and unfortunately those responsible are too often able by reckless 
speed to get away,”’ said the Lord Chief Justice at the Surrey 
Assizes at Guildford on Monday in sentencing Ernest Rees, 
committed from Croydon, to six months’ imprisonment with 
hard labour for the wanton driving of a motor-car and causing 
injury to William James Bates. The prisoner pleaded ‘“* Guilty.”’ 


Before Judge Atherley-Jones, K.C., at' the Central Criminal 
Court on the 7th ult., Charles Eyles, sixty-seven, dealer, was 
found not guilty on a charge of false pretences, and was discharged, 
Judge Atherley-Jones saying that he thought that it was a right 
verdict. Eyles was defended by Mrs. Helena Normanton, this 
being the first time that a woman had appeared as counsel in a 
trial at the Central Criminal Court. Mrs. Normanton was 
complimented by the judge on her conduct of the defence. 


Mr. Rowland Alston, 20, Eastcheap, E.C., writing to The Times 
(16th ult.), says :—I was rather amused last week when talking 
to an eminent accountant on the subject of simplified income tax. 
He informed me that if my suggestions were carried out it would 
cost him personally at least £2,000 a year for fees obtained for 
advice as to the interpretation of the law as it at present stands. 
Surely what the country wants is productive labour, but this 
useless expenditure (and in the aggregate it must be enormous) 
of time and brain is almost criminal. 


Dr. Waldo, says The City Press, becomes, by the death of 
Mr. Wyatt, the doyen of the Coriners of London. His appoint- 
ment dates back for just twenty-three years. Few public 
officers have had a more varied and busy professional career 
then he. He has held appointments whose name is legion, 
and in each and all his whole-hearted zeal in the cause concerned, 
and consistent championship of progress and development, 
have been of immense service in advancing medical and social 
reform. 

At Gloucester on Monday Ralph ream, a solicitor, of King- 
street, Gloucester, was charged on remand with the fraudulent 
conversion of £400 entrusted to him for investment on a mortgage. 
A further charge was laid of having converted to his own use 
£2,700 entrusted to him for a similar purpose by the ‘‘ Loyal 
Phoenix *’ Lodge of Oddfellows. The solicitor for the Director of 
Public Prosecutions stated there would be another charge 
involving £850. A further investigation of the books was 
necessary, and an adjournment till next Monday was granted by 
the magistrates, who allowed the accused bail, himself in £1,000, 
and two sureties of £1,000 each. 


The Executive Committee of the National Union of Allotment 
Holders at a meeting in London last Saturday week considered the 
case of the threatened eviction of aliotment holders at Leeds 
from land which was purchased for permanent allotments, and 
decided to take legal steps in the matter. An important principle 
is stated to be at stake, as the land was bought by the Corporation 
in 1893 for the purpose of permanent allotments. The holders 
have been paying a substantial rent, which included a sum for the 
redemption of the land, and the Corporation now propose to sell 
the ground, five acres in area, for a factory site. The allotment 
holders contend they have been helping to buy the land and that 
its sale will be illegal. 
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The Times gives the following from its issue of 23rd Feb - ye. D 
1824 :—‘ It has been long complained that in the present head of | 
of executing criminals humanity is often shocked by their being and sur 
subjected to unnecessary torture, both of body and mind. The garveyo 
men who at present serve the office of executioners frequently go years a] 
into a state of intoxication to perform their horrid duty, and it who die: 
not unfrequently happens that from an improper adjustment of estate of 
the apparatus the sufferings of the culprits are prolonged toa J The test 
horrible extent. Before the recent execution at Hertford it wag 9% the Auct 
deemed necessary to lock up the executioner and his assistant 9% pooks t 
on the over night, in order to keep them sober and in a fit state such suk 
to perform their duty. [By a certain change, in future] the Fund o! 
awful ceremony will be performed in one-third of the time 9% fund of 
heretofore occupied.”’ Amelia 
In the absence of the Lord Chief Justice (Lord Hewart), who 9% detk; £ 
was unable to be present owing to circuit work, Professor Morgan $25 to t 
took the chair at a lecture at University College on Monday 
night, when Sir Harry L. Stephen delivered the first of two 
lectures on ‘‘ Criminal Law.’’ Sir Harry Stephen said it might be 
that crime was a disease and was properly treated as such, but 
that was not his opinion. He indicated a few stages in the 
history of certain crimes and showed how far the earlier ideals 
in law had persisted to the present day, and how gradual had been 
the growth of principles which we considered fundamental. Ing 
reference to the question of insanity and crime he said they might Date. 
now hope that the labours of Lord Justice Atkin and his colleagues 
had provided a final solution of what he did not regard as a very | = 
different question. Wednesda} 
Mr. John Stenhouse, 4, Lloyd’s-avenue, E.C.3, writing to The _— 
Times (19th ult.), says :—A recent petty jury summons made me y. 
wish that the committee on Admission to the Old Bailey had Date. 
reported on jury arrangements as well as on admission to the 
galleries. On the first morning we were packed like sardines Monday M 
into Court No. 1 while names were drawn. Some were fortunate Jj Sey; 
in being there half-an-hour—my time was 1} hours, standing J tunsday 





mostly. We had to report next morning. At least twenty-six 
were allocated to each of the four Courts, making a total of 104, 
of whom only forty-eight could be serving at the same time. It 
is necessary to have a certain number of jurors in reserve in cage 
of sudden illness or of challenges, but surely not a duplicate jury 
for each Court. If all reported each morning certain super 
numeraries might be drawn by lot and the remainder released 
for the day. If this is not feasible might not a room be provided 
for the juries in waiting? At present they are kept at the back 
of the Courts, and it is purely a matter of chance whether you 
can see anything of the proceedings. 


From The Times of 26th February, 1824: The debate on the 
Lord Chancellor and his notable Court led to a conclusion which 
we had partly expected—Ministers acquiesced in the appointment 
(would we might not say selection) of a Commission to inquire 
into the abuses of the Court. ... It was allowed that so long 
as twelve years ago the propriety of introducing some reform 
into the Court of Chancery had been felt by the Government, 
We might infer from this concession that the proceedings in 
the way of remedy were almost as slow as those of the Court 
itself which it was thought required expediting. The mass of 
business was, as usual, alleged for the dilatoriness of the Court. 
We putit to the world whether this is any justification or palliation 
whatever ... We repeat now what we have said before, 
that the Court of Chancery has, at various times, ruined mor 
innocent families, and occasioned more suicides, than all the 
gambling-houses in England put together. There is, indeed, 
hardly an opulent house into which it has not carried mischief. 
There is hardly a public charity of which it has not, or does not 
now absorb some portion of the revenues. 


At the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Coundil, 
on the 21st ult., Lord Shaw, in delivering the Board’s judgment 
in an appeal from Lahore, which they disallowed, made some 
observations on the expense incurred. He said that it was 
agreed that the entire points in the appeal were substantially 
covered by a reference to a few documents; and accordingly, 
these could have been presented to the Court in a succinct 
businesslike paper of a few pages. In the present appeal, 
however, there was printed in India an elaborate book, of 1,168 
pages containing very many inaccuracies. Their lordships, 
thought it right to say that, in their judgment, that mass of 
printing was an abuse. When the Registrar looked at the case 
some time before the hearing he was of opinion that a large 
part of the record could not under any circumstances be neces 
to put before their lordships. He, therefore, communi 
with the appellants’ solicitors, and the latter, after consultation 
with their counsel, eliminated more than 540 pages. These 
were actually taken out of the bound books and were never 
before the Board. Had the judgment been favourable to 
appellants the entire cost of that printed matter would ha 
been disallowed. ft 
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Mr. Daniel Watney, of Park- -avenue, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, 
of Messrs. Daniel Watney & Sons, auctioneers, land agents, 
and surveyors, Fredericks-place, Old Jewry, E.C.,‘‘ father” of the 
Surveyors’ Institution, and President in 1895, for sixty- seven 
years & member of the Mercers’ Company and Master in 1885-6, 
who died on 16th November, 1923, aged eighty-eight, has left 
estate of the gross value of £48 ,227,with net personalty of £47,686. 
The testator left £400 to the Surveyors’ Institution and £400 to 
the Auctioneers and Estate Agents’ Institute, for a gold medal and 
books to be called the Daniel Watney Prize, for proficiency in 
gach subject as the Council shall aioe i £100 to the Benevolent 
fund of the Surveyors’ Institution ; £100 to the Benevolent 
Fund of the Auctioneers and Estate ‘Agents’ Institute ; £500 to 
Amelia Webb, his housekeeper and nurse; £100 to H. C. Prior, 
derk ; £50 each to Tansley, Edwards, and Lambert, clerks; and 
$95 to the executors for the other clerks. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. Eve. ROMER. 
Monday March : Mr. Jolly Mr. Bloxam Mr. More Mr. Jolly 
Eeestos More Hicks Beach Jolly More 
Wednesday..... 5 ome Jolly More Jolly 
Thursday ...... 6 Ritchie More Jolly More 
7 Bloxam Synge More Jolly 
htelay Bescees 8 Hicks Beach Ritchie Jolly More 
Date. Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY. P. O. LAWRENCE. RUSSELL. TOMLIN. 
Monday ae : Mr. Bloxam Mr. Hicks Beach Mr. Ritchie Mr. Synge 
Tuesday . Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
"3 Bloxam Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
6 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 
7 Bloxam .. Hicks Beach Ritchie Synge 
8 Hicks Beach Bloxam Synge Ritchie 











VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very — that all Policy eS —~- 
have a detailed valuation of their effects. Propert yt wey notes 
inured, and in case of loss insurers suffer 4 D BENHAM ORR @ SON 
aimTeD 20 King Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2, the well-known chattel hace on and 
tabl over 100 years), have a staff of Valuers, and will be glad 
to advise Suleae thece deair! ing valuations for any purpose. ewels, plate, furs, furniture 
cadet. tsto-d-bens 0 cpesiaiity. [ADvr.] 














THE HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN, 


GREAT ORMOND STREET, LONDON, W.C.1. 


ENGLAND’S \ enamee ASSET IS 
HER CHILDREN. 


5 he need for greater effort to counterbalance the 
drain of War upon the manhood of the Nation, 
by saving infant life for the future welfare of the 
British Empire, compels the Board of Management of 
The Hospital for Sick Children, Great Ormond Street, 
London, W.C.1, to ae most earnestly for increased 
support for the National work this Hospital is 
performing in the preservation of child life. 

The children of the Nation can truthfully be said to 
be the greatest asset the Kingdom possesses, yet the 
mortality among babies is still appalling. 
ap 71 years this Hospital has been the means of 

saving or restoring the lives and health of hundreds 
of thousands of Children, and of instructing Mothers in 
the knowledge of looking after their children. 


£12,000 has to be raised every year 
to. keep the Hospital out of de 





Forms of Gift by Will to this Hospitai can be 
obtained on application to— 


JAMES McKAY, Secretary. 








— — 














Winding-up Notices. | 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
(CREDITORS MUST SEND IN THEIR CLAIMS TOTHE = goott & Whitworth Ltd. 
LIQUIDATOR AS NAMED ON OR BEFORE George Robertson Ltd. 
THE DATE MENTIONED. z 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, February 22. Co. Ltd. 


Bust Loxpon Mica Co. Lrp. March 31. Walter Wesson, | F- N. Gouvey & Co. Ltd. 
1, Hanover-sqe., W. Coopers Woods & Co. Ltd. 


a: st., Ipswich. 
SNELL Lrp. Mareh 2 23. Sydney C. Jones, 15, Water-lane, | piaoker Ltd. 


Indgate-hill, E.C.4. 


Resolutions for Winding-up 
Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, February 22. 

North Sea Fish Caring and | apporr, CLaFFoRD C., Dedham, Essex, Commission Agent. 
Supply Co. Ltd. 

Liverpool Shipowners’ Supply Ivy Millboard Co. Ltd. 

Broler Motors Ltd. 

The Hexagon Tread and Asp- 
halt Co. Ltd. 

Usiook’ BRewsRy Co. Lrp. March 20. Isaac L. Ensor, Constantinople Coaling Co. Dizect, Supply Boot & Shoe 


F. R. Halliday & Co. Ltd. 
Pumnostone GLAZING Co. Lrp. March 8. Frederic W. Davis, | West Lancashire Haulage Co. Goddard Lawrance & Co. Ltd. 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette —TUESDAY, February 19. 


RD ’ ’ 
Colchester. Pet. Feb. 11. Ord. Feb. 11. 
ATTWOOD, HENRY R., Wigan, Army and Navy Store Dealer. 
Wigan. Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. Feb. 14. 
BALDWIN, ARTHUR, Leeds, Clerk. Leeds. Pet. Feb. 14. 
Ord. Feb. 14. 


BATCHELOR, HORACE Knowle, Bristol, Insurance 
Inspector. Bristol. Pot. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 15. 
BakkOow, Horace, Dore, eae Engineer. 
Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. 1 
BEAUMONT, WILLIAM A., Wakefield, Electrical Engineer. 
Wakefield. Pet. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 15. 


. W.C.1, 

INTERNATIONAL INSURANCE Co. LTD. March 14. Sir William 
MeLintock, 71, Queen-st., E.C.4 

ROWLANDSON (ENGINEERS) Lrp. March 7. Ernest Chetter, 
%, North John-st., Liverpool. 

Tas West LANCASHIRE HAULAGE Co. Lrp. March 22 
Ermest W. Warlow, 5a, Derby-st., Ormskirk. 

Campos Propucrs & OIL DISTILLATION Lrp. April 7. 
Teonard C. Walker, Finsbury Pavement House, Moorgate, 


ee Yo Youne Lrp. March a Arthur R. Choldcroft, 
PA to. Api % Charles F. Porter, 43, King 
William-st., E 
Alfred Laban, 25-27, Oxford-st., W.1 
London Gazette.—-TUESDAY, February 26. 
CHuMBERS «: Bamow Lrp, March 1. Patrick J. Quin, 


College-st. 
A LrD. oe 21. Dennis J. Brass, 18 Laurence 
Pountney-hill, E.C.4 


Tak Iktaw & CADISHEAD Motor Co. Lrp. March 12. John 
W. A. Hirst, 28, h Gaacn -st., Manchester. 
BY aioe & Lp. March 22. Charles H. Baker, 


3 
Mcautsoresane Oo. Lrp. April8. Thomas Dutton, 
hmbrs., No. 4, Piccadilly, Manchester. 
G@tonaz Dawson Lrp. March 31. James E. Wilson, c/o 
Messrs. George Dawsot » Ltd., 9, Yell-st., Wood-st., E.0.3 
Lyrug Avorion Mane Co. Ltp, March 31. Marmaduke 


mur , Golden Lion-chmbrs., Whitby. 


NOT AND Copra Oo, Leb. March 28. William 
r, 80, Coleman-st., B.C. 
Home Propvoe Soocrety Lrp. March 28. 
8. Cooper, 69, Oxford-av., Merton Park, 8.W.20 


| 7 » ion » » cy 
Tusa Flax al & Wxavine Co. Lrp, March 31. | einen ign Fibre Co. 








Ltd. The Dillon Trading Co. Ltd. 
The Waterproof Garment John Rayner & Co. Ltd. 
Manufacturing Co. Ltd. McCarthy’s Motors Ltd. 
John Procter (Colne) Ltd. Derwent Agricultural Co. Ltd. 
Haxbys & Co. Ltd. J. E. Lester & Folwell Ltd. 
Metropolitan Agency Ltd. Vega Ltd. 
Dalling Motor Body Works The Edeyrnion Farm Produce 
Ltd. Co. Ltd. 


The Dorset Daily Press Ltd. 
Lovell Gautier & Co, Ltd. 
A. W. Wratten Ltd. 


Whitehall Dockyard Co. Ltd. 
Kepier Grange Colliery Co. 


Ltd. 
Bushey Estates Ltd. 


London Gazette.—'TURSDAY, February 26. 
The Oak Hill Brick & Tile Lustroid Button Co. Ltd. 


Co. Ltd. W. J. Timms & Co. Ltd. 
The Lythe Auction Mart Co. The Queen's Hotel Hydro 
Ltd. (Scarborough) Ltd. 


West Riding Pulley Works Defiance Supplies (Boxes) 
Ltd. Ltd. 


London Players Ltd. Pentney Syndicate Ltd. 

Ganderton & Co. (Cardiff) Ltd. Beaconsfield Hall Co. Ltd, 

Anderson Overseas Co. Ltd. Sheffield Simplex Ltd. 

The Guildford Central Picture Magadi Soda Co. Ltd. 
Theatre Ltd. The American Oil Co, Ltd, 

West Lodge Estates Ltd. Baileys Ltd. 

O. N. Syndicate Ltd. United Ex-Services Club Ltd 

Portman Garage Ltd. Jame 6H, Brown Ltd, 

G, Murphy and Son Ltd, George Slade & Co, Ltd, 

George Putman Ltd. 








BELSEY, SypNEY W., Bournemouth, Boot Salesman. Poole. 
Pet. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 15. 

BONNING, JOSEPH H., Hampstead. High Court. Pet. 
Jan. 9. Ord. Feb. 12. 


. 13. 
* High Court. Pet. Dec. 19. Ord. 
1 

DAVIES, EDWARD, Pentre, Hauling Contractor. Pontypridd. 

me Feb. RA Ord. Yo 15. Deciting 
ICKINSON, VERNON C., Laurence 
Agent. ee Pet. Feb. 14. ond. Feb. 4. 

DILL, ALBERT E., Birkenhead, Grocer. Birkenhead. . 
Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 15. 

DURBIN, CHARLES, Pill, Somerset, Grocer. Bristol. Pet. 
Feb. | id. Ord. Feb. 14. 

ECKSTEIN, HARRY, Green, Company Director. 
Edmonton. Pet. Jan. 11. Ord. Feb. 13. 

EVANS, RopERtT J., Abertridwr, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet. 
Feb. 12. Ord. Feb. 12. 

FRAMPTON, PenDARVES L., Ebury-st. High Court. Pet. 
Jan. 3. Ord. Feb. 12. 

GREEN, Harry W., ag ey Civil Servant. High 
Court. Pet. Feb. "14. Ord. Feb. 1 


<= eee Enfield. lndmonton. Pet. Jan. 1. Ord. 
HUDSONS | ENGINEERING ©0., Leeds. Leeds. 


ELECTRICAL 
Pet. Feb. 2. ‘oe Feb. 15. 
Jackson, JOHN D., Hutton Roof, Westmorland, Joiner, 
Kendal. Pet. oe 16. Ord. Feb. 16. 


Jones, JAMES Maney, S , Jeweller. Pontypridd, 
Pot. Feb. 13. “Grd. Feb. 1 

May, Rhondda, irish uit and Potato Merchant, 
Pontypridd. Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. Feb. 14, 

MCKENNBLL, Joun J., New Ladies’ and Gents’ 


Tailor, Great Grimsby. Pot. Feb. 14. “Ont Feb. 1. 
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» Kensington. High Court. Pet. April 20. 
, Toe Coal Miner. Pontypridd. Pet. 


Nevens, Horace W. ‘- re, Dr ist. Ipswich, 
Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. — oe 
wy poome, York, - < tos 
PARKER, tn St. Paul’ beg ~ gm Mantle and ues 
Manufacturer. High Court. Pet. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 1 
PARKER, CHARLES H ——— i, Norfolk, Grocer. avait. 
Pet. ges 15. Ord. ‘Feb. 
PEARSON, aa, Aston on -Mersey, Farmer. 
Pet. rob 16. 16. w Ord. Feb. 1 
Guy, naw oe Actor. 
Feb, 15. Ord. Feb. 15. 
Raw, Georce, yy Yarn Morchants, 
Pet. Feb. 6. Ord. Feb. 1 
MATILDA, Southport, Confectioner. Liverpool. 
Pet. et. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 1 
W. Sram & Co. | Newoastle-upon-Tyae, Fruiter rs. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. Feb. 15. 
ALEXANDER A., Hatley St. George, Farmer. Bedford. 
Pet. Feb. 16. Ord. Feb. 16. 
Spicer, ALFRED W., near Faversham, Motor 
Engineer. Canterbury. . Feb. 16. Ord. Feb. 16 
Twickenham. Kingston (Surrey). 


SraNtsy, WitiaM J., 
Pet. Dec. 12. Ord. Feb. 14. 
High 
High Court. Pet. 


Stone, Mark, Hackney, . Moneylender. 
Sheffield 


MBARLES, E 
Ord. Feb. ‘: 
Mork!s, Roser M 
Feb. il. Ord. Feb. 1 


York. Pet. Feb. 13, 


Manchester, 


High Court. Pet. 
Bradford. 


Court. Pet. Jan. 1. Ord. Feb. 1 
Tyter, Wmi1AaM H., George-st., EC. 
Jan. 15. Ord. Feb. 14. 
WaHrraker, Harty, Sheffield, Boot 
Pet. Feb. 14. Ord. Feb. 14. 
Cwmcearnhowell, ae Lianelly, Collier. 


Carmarthen. Pet. Feb. 15. Ord. Feb. 
Wooptey, P., ence High Court. Pet. Aug. 25. 
Ord. Feb. 1 
Pet. Dec. 3. 


WREPORD, Ww i. J., Chester-sq. High Court. 
Ord. Feb 


Asmated no substituted for that oeeaet in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 29, 1924. 


Gaivritas, Davip B., Ferndale, Colliery goto Haulier. 
Pontypridd. Pet. ‘Jan. 25. Ord. Jan. 
London Gazette.—FRivaY, February 22. 


ARNOLD, WILLIAM H., pmee., Coachbuilder. High Court 
Pet. Feb. 18. Ord. Feb. 1 
ATKIN, ERNEST, — Tins, Blacksmith. Great Grimsby. 


Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Fe 
AUERBACH, Manchester. 


Maker. 


b. 20. 
MAURICE, Manchester, Merchant. 


Pontardulai: r 





Pet. Jan. 31. Ord. Feb. 18. 
a Wy » Goon A, Wakefield, Miner. Wakefield. Pet. 
. Arie, Wardour- st. High Court. Pet. Dec, 31. 
Ord. Feb. 
Brep, A. ja popes. Tobacconist. High Court. 
Pet. reo 4. Ord. Feb. 1 
ADAM, |. 1 -Tyne, Clothier. New- 
, ARTHUR ‘HY Hieron ~, Ford. Bob 18, 
— Court. 
Pet. Jan. \ Ord. Feb. 1 * 
Cc. Victoria,  ascshent. High Court. Pet. 
24. bra. Feb. 
CuarMay, Victor V  Tounton, Decorator. Taunton. Pet. 
Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
COLEMAN, . Master Painter. Pontypridd. 
Pet. Feb. 18. Ord. Feb. 18. 
, Berrie G., , Essex, Farm Bailiff. Colchester. 
Pet. Feb. 19. Ord. Feb. 19. 
Davies, J., Hackney, Buteher. High Court. Pet. Jan. 22. 
Ord. Feb. 1 
Davies, T. bourer. Swa 
Pet. Feb. “18. is. Ord. "Feb. 18. 
Drxow, Rowanp V., Suguy Director. 
High Court. Pet. Jan. 21. Ord. Feb. } 
Dove.as, Henny P., Solicitor io, Raion. Pet. Feb. 20. 
Ord. + 
Frep, Hebdenbridge, Yorks, Clothier. Burnley. 
Pet. Feb. 6. Ord. -. 19. 
EDWARDS, BEDE , Scarborough, Estate Agent. Poole. 
Pet. Jan. 24. Ora Mieb. 19. 
Etiam, Puncr, , Tabourer. King’s Lynn. Pet. 
Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20 
MANUPACTURING Co., Edgware-rd. High Court. 
Pet. Feb. = Ord. Feb. 19. 
BORGE, 7 Painter. Blackburn. 
Pet. Feb. 18 Ord. Feb. 
Rarot (sf), Queen Vitoria-t. High Court. Pet. Nov. 7. 
Evans, Lazonanp, Richmond, Commercial Traveller. 
Wandsworth. Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
= q - yaad Leeds, Tailor. Leeds. Pet. Feb. 19. Ord. 
e 
Hensert L., Cleethorpes, Grocer. Great Grimsby. 
Pet. Feb. 19. Ord. Feb. 19. 
, Pancr E., , Rutland, Butcher. Leicester. 
Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
Hamittos, Jous W., Bournemouth. Poole. Pet. July 17. 
Ord. Oct. 4. 
Ham and Cooked 
. Dec. 14. Ord. Feb. 18. 
Boot 


Owners. Great Yarmout 
LarMinc, ALezet H Walmersiey, Bury, Carrier. 
Pet. Feb. 16. Ord. ‘Feb. 16. 
, Wiss W., Yorks, Parmer. York. 
naer Ik. entehaen, Grane. Greenwich. Pet. 


Pet. Feb. 18. Ord. Feb. 18 
NICHOLLS, 
Feb. 1. 19. 
West , Beerhouse Keeper. 


Pivaball. Pet 5 ty ty - Ord, Feb. 20, 
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PARKINSON, ARTHUR, Blackburn, Traveller, 
RW RGN Lee 
'DGAR uu Motor rT. Grea 
Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. e 

J. Haverfordwest. 


. Feb. 
RICHARDS, THO! inhonada, Collier. Pontypridd. Pet. 
Feb. 19. Ord. Fe Feb. 1 


MONTAGUE, Bradford, Wholesale Confectioner. 
Bradford. Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
Fancy Draper. 


ROSENBERG, ANNA, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
. Pet. yan. 2 28. Ord. Feb. 19. 


SALISBURY, ) W., Ealing, Builder. Brentford. Pet. 


Feb. Ord. Feb. 18. 
VELINE, Birmingham, Costumier. Birmingham. 
Barrow-in- 


Scorr, 
Pet. Feb 4. Ord. Feb. 19. 
Ulverston, Farmer. 
Feb. 18. 
° ningham, a Traveller. 
. Pet. Feb. 1. Ord. Feb. 
Smrra, Howarkp and SMITH, JAMES, Retendun, 
Builders. Warwick. Pet. Feb. 16. Ord, Feb. 16. 
SPICK, FRANK, oe. near Rotherham, Grocer, Sheffield, 
Pet. Feb. _ Ord. Feb. 20. 
TSESDALE, W. R., Maesteg, Fruit Merchant. Cardiff. Pet. 
Jan. 3. Ord. Feb. 15. 
TUBB, FREDERICK, Monkton, Jarrow Plasterer. Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne. Pet. Feb. 18. Ord. Feb. 18. 
TURNER, Ernest W., and HASKELL, FREDERICK A.,- Long 


Stratton, Fruit and Flower Growers. Norwich. Pet. 
Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 
Vick, REGINALD, Cate, Seedsman. Cheltenham. 
Pet. Feb. 20. - Feb. 20. 
WIGLEY, +e Oxford, 
Pet. Feb . 5. ond 
WiLsy, MARK, Ossett, A 
Ord. Feb. 19. 
WitiaMs, James, Merthyr Tydfil, ae 4 Contractor. 
Dene, he mone Pet. Feb. 20. Ord 
ILMOT, FREDERICK G., oa yeh a High Court, 
ve! Tee. 19. Ord. Feb. 19, 
‘nee, Grocer. Coventry. Pet. 


ford, Berks, Farmer. 
Dewsbury. Pet. Feb. 19. 


Wiis H 
Web ‘8. Ord. Feb. i8 
Amended Notice substituted for that ae in the 
London te, of Feb. 15, 
Steet, Husert N.,° Stratford-on- -Avon, aaee. Warwick, 
Pet. Feb. 12. Ord. Feb. 12. 


London Gazette —TvuespayY, February 26. 


BalLgy, ExNesT H., Wickham, Market Gardener. 
mouth. Pet. Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. 13. 
Baron, VIVIAN A., Holyhead, Licensed Victualler. Bangor. 
Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 
BOWSHER, +. sees, Chemist. Salisbury. Pet. Dec. 19. 
Ord. bee 
ith 1 Merchant. Portsmouth. 


Cass, W: . Port 
Pet. Feb. 2 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 
COLEBOURN, FREDERICK D., Criccieth, Manufacturer. 
Portmadoc. Pet. Jan. 25. Ord. Feb. 22. 
Cox, ——, Falmouth, Carrier. Truro. Pet. Feb. 21. 


Ord. Feb. 21. 
\ 1 om Merchant. 


Crala, om 3 
Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 22 
Brighton. Pet. 
Pet. 


Ports- 





High Court. 


DARLING, Lian K., ao, Gown Maker. 
Feb. 2i. Ord. Feb. 2 
Doxsey, EpmIrs, Lae Draper. Carmarthen. 


Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20 

FRLLS, REUBEN A., Laughton Common, Yorks, Grocer. 
Sheffield. Pet. Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 

Fovux, HELENE, Stoke Newington, Costumier. Edmonton. 
Pet. Jan. 17. Ord. Feb. 19. 

Gray, Taomas, Walkern, Herts, Farmer. Luton. Pet. 
Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 

GREENWOOD, FRANK, and Price, JoHN M., Shrewsbury, 
Haulage Contractors. Shrewsbury. Pet. Jan. 30. Ord. 
Feb. 20. 

HEALD, LEONARD, Oldham, [ronmonger's Assistant. Oldham. 
Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 22. 

Ord, 


Hewat, Francis W., Bray. High Court. Pet. Jan. 17. 
Feb. 20. 


High Court. Pet. 
KENDRICK, WILLIAM » jes Ditton, Engineer. Kingston. 
Pet. Dec. 18. Ord. Fi 
Lawsons, JAMES, oe nonchena Tailor. Southampton. Pet. 
Feb. 13. Ord. Feb. 22. 
Legs, JOHN, eeu, Builder. Warwick. Pet. Feb. 22. 


Ord. Feb. 22 

Licutroor, Abeer H Leeds, Cycle Agent. Leeds. Pet. 
Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 21. 

Liyewoop, ALBERT J., angen, Baker. Norwich. 
Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Feb. 23 

a | aa Brighton. High Court. Pet. Jan. 5. Ord, 


Epear J., Abbots Langley, Blacksmith. St. 
Albans. Pet..Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 22. 
MITCHELL, GuonGe, Coventry, Builder. Pet. 
Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 22. 
CuaRLes H., Victoria-st. High Court. Pet. Jan. 15. 


PARKER, 
Ord. Feb. 22. 

PICKERING, GiLeeRT B., Cardiff, Commercial Clerk. Cardiff. 
Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 22. 

Ports, SmpNey A. peers. Artist. H Court. Pet, 


Pauvce, N. G., West Hampstead. High Court, Pet, Dec. 3, 
Ord. Feb. 21, - 


JANSEN -st., W.1. 


CHARLES, Newman 
Jan. 22. Ord. Feb. 20. 


Coventry. 





March 1, 








Quinn, JOHN, Live: l, Master Grocer. Li 
Feb. 22. Ord. Feb 22. wendy 

REYNOLDS, JAMES G., Hebron, e~y Victuailer. 
fordwest. Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 

Scott, Henry C. F., Saciadheen Telegraph Co 
Manager. Birmingham. Pet. Nov. 26. Ord. Feb, 9 

Sears, Henry G., Borough High-st., Produce Agent, 
Court. Pet. Feb. 20. Ord. Feb. 20. 

SHERWOOD TRANSPORT Co., Sherwood. Nottingham, 
Jan. 9. Ord. Feb. 22. sas 

SIMMONDS, GzeorGE A., Cardiff, Baker. Cardiff. Feb, §, 
Ord. Feb. 19. * 

a ABTHUR J., Boston, Draper. Boston. Pet. Feb.t 

Feb. 2: 

ioe ISAAC, Beckney. High Court. Pet. Jan, 1 

Feb. 21. “' 


STEPHENS, PERCIVAL W., Finchley-rd. High Court, Pt, 
Jan. 10. Ord. Feb. 21. 
ary my Briton Ferry, Grocer. Neath. Pet. Feb,g 


Ord. Feb. 22. 
TUFTS, HENRY w., < oe Farmer. Norwich. Pe, 
East. wh" ‘+ Wee, Farmer, 


Feb. 21. Ord. Feb. 2 

Wuincup, EDWIN. 
Wakefield. Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. F 

bet = g cag ty Moorlinch, Farmer. ta Pet. Feb, 2 
r 

WONNACOTT, FREDERICK J., Peereaite, Cycle Agent, 
Barnstaple. Pet. Feb. 23. Ord. Feb 


Woop, WALKER, and Brown, Hern, Oldham, Carrien, 
Oldham. Pet. Feb. 22. Ord. Feb. 








THE “OYEZ” 
COUNTY COURT 


LEDGER. 


HE above has been designed 

ore toot Solicitor to mast the dante 
posenes a handy size that can 
“tpt inecnunhent It 


It amine spaces for ng detalis of all 
fees paid, results of judgments, hearings, 

, &e. Itis provided with all the necessary 
columns to show amounts received from defea- 
dants, and from the Court when paid 
instalments, also columns showing amounts 
over to plaintiff . 

Each opening of the bet age ty a 
and is complete in meg A 5 = 
contained in one book, which is follocd. Inde “indeed, 
pay ad bound and lettered. The fect bali. = 
thin tough loan, so that the book 
Price complete 21s. or Post Free 21s. G4, 
A specimen sheet sent free on meadteninic 


LONDON: a 
THE SOLICITORS’ LAW 
STATIONERY SOCIETY, LTD., 


22, CHANCERY LANE, W.C.2. 
49, BeprorD Row, W.C.1. 45, TOTHILn Street, 8.W. 
27'& 28, WALBROOK, E.C.4. 15, HANOVER STREER, W.L 














Protect the Child. 


Over three million Defenceless Little 
Ones have been benefited by the 


NATIONAL SOCIETY FOR 
PREVENTION OF CRUELTY 
TO CHILDREN. 








245 Inspectors are at work in all 
see the United Kingdom. A 
. Remembragce of the Claims of the 
Children is earnestly sought when 
preparing Charitable Bequests. 


Legacies 
are a most Valuable Help. 
Ta sor 3 ekm, cb. 


, 0.B.E., Director, 
Victory Hovs®, Lerozstar Square, W.0. 


———————————— 

















